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i ' ID FORM
| OFFICE OF LAND QUALITY 0
HAZARDOUS WASTE HANDLER IDENTIFICATION MA}' 2 P 2
(Instructsons at www.in.gov/idem/land/hazwaste/fda.himl} oo ; 5 . .WM
1NF;0RMATION ON F]LEasof, 05/02/2005 | .. e CHANGES NEEDED I
TN AT RN SO SR DU "'_'.':" . (pfeaseprmf) . -
. - S o o . l ‘Reasonf uhmlttai Sy h o L
COUNTY KOSC'USKO ) o )[Subsequant notlf cation to updéte information
. . . - . As a companent of the annuatl or blennial report
RCRA ID IND005146022 co e e [ e et  pompbanent ol e aTINHR Of P
NAME DALTON FOUNDRIES INC THE
LOCATION 1900 E JEFFERSON ST
ADDRESS :
WARSAW N 48580 _ wemoved * . post affice change
PO BOX 1388 :
MAILING . | 1900 B Tfleiceen St
ADDRESS’ ' ’ ‘ ' .
et WARSAW IN  46581-1388 Waaw (N 46580
CONTACT MICHAEL SCHALL
Title MGR ENV ENGR
Address 1900 E JEFFERSON ST
WARSAW N 46580
Phone 574.372-1804 Ext
Fax C T r e T AT e e
E-mail L LR P —
' = Ty
OWNER DALTON FOUNDRIES INC THE
Addrass 1900 E JEFFERSON ST : ‘ N SR
WARSAW . - N 46580
phone 574-267-8111 Ext
fax —
Did the owner change? Yes No
a-mall -
Date changed: ___ / /
Land type P private ___municipal ___county | * WARNING
Owner typs P : ___State __ federal  __ distrct| If you have moved you may no longer use your old RCRA 1D number.
___Indian ___ other IDEM wil issue a number for your new location.
Contact for q Ll -
questions on the Last Name M ” _ First Name MfVC L? “-6'{‘ -
Annual/Biennial report Tita Mﬂ!ug 9&{ Q\C Eélvimﬁiﬁiﬂﬁ{u( Eﬂg +  Phone# D?Li - 3? 2-1 80‘7/
I certify under penaliy of law that this document and all affachments were prepared undsr my diraclion-or supervision in accordance with a system
designed to ensure that qualified personnel properly gather and evaluats the information submitfed. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who
manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and
belief, true, accurate and complete. | am awara that there are significant penalties under Section 3008 of the Resgurce Conservation and Racovery Act
for submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.”
- Last Name S(‘ LI?A “ n PR, First name Mfl‘.‘zlﬁe/ ™ Title Maﬂmé?‘ U)[lfnv’ Fif)i}
\
Signature W -&#ZM : Date \5'// 9/&;
Page 10f 2




IND005146022 DALTON FOUNDRIES INC THE N
HAZARDOUS WASTE - .
ACTIVITY OLQ records Status in 2004 Status in 2005

ch:;Ef?TCLR wantit sSQG LQG v/ _Non-handler QG " Non-handler *

Wi y 5QG Out of Business v SQG - Out of Business™
SQG = small quantity _CEG = presy
CESQG = conditionally exempt P i
TREATMENT, STORAGE, — ‘::;z :igo — ﬁ?t::ﬂif :?_I;D
DISP°§AL AGRITY ____ Complated RCRA closure Completed RCRA closure

Post closure activities Post closure activities

TRANSPORTER * If you checked out of business or

£ = we fransport our own waste.
C = we transport waste for others
X = transporter, stafus unknown

We transport our own waste (S)

We fransport for othars (C):
No longer transport; still in business
Out of business

non-handler, we will deactivate your
your iD number. “You musl reappiy for the
number before using it again,

EXEMPT BOILER and/or INDUSTRIAL FURNACE

smalting.melﬁng.reﬁning exemption

small quantity on site bumer examption

USED OIL [fyou are just a generator of used oif this section does not apply to you.

Transporter Processor

Transfer Facility Re-refiner

Marketer who directs shipment to off-specification burner

Marketer who first claims the oil meets specifications

Collection Cir Off-specification Used. Oil Burner
TRANSFER FACILITY ACTIVITIES UNEVERCAL Small handler
WASTE
M Comingle
'L =large handler: accumulates > or = 11,000 pounds
Bulk Repackage
_— § = small handler: accumulates < 11,000 pounds
: Pump Open containers
Combine Transfer between vehicles

HW CODES  Box I on the Uniform HW Manifest

NAICS CODE(S) A code that describes your type of business

3321

(primary)

{Go to www.naics.com o find code iist) , S

COMMENTS

ARBR: r_maw_racelpt_log_ld_form

Pago 2of 2 |

Retum to: Facilities Data Analysis Section, Office of Land Quality
Indiana Department of Environmental Management

100 North Senate Avenus, Room 1101

Indianapolis, Indiana 46204-2241



ZNDIANA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
 We make Indiana a cleaner, healthier place to live.

Mitcheli E. Daniels, Jr B - 100 North Senate Avenue
Governor : Indianapotis, Indiana 46204-2251
- (317) 232-8603
Thomas W. Easterly (800) 451-6027
Cf)mmi_ssioner ' www.IN.pov/idem
May 3, 2005
VIA CERTIFIED MAIL A
_ 70920510000403884794

Environmental Coordinator

Dalton Foundries Inc The

PO Box 1388

Warsaw IN 46581-1388

Re:  Violation Letter
2004 Annual Manifest Report
Hazardous Waste Program
Dalton Foundries Inc The
IND005146022
Warsaw, Kosciusko County

Dear Environmental Coordinator;

As required by IC 13-22-4-3.1, all Indiana large and small quantity generators must
. complete and submit the Annual Manifest Report to IDEM by March 1* each year. This letter is
to inform you that as of May 3, 2005, our office has not received the 2004 Annual Manifest
Report for Dalion Foundries Inc The located at 1900 E Jefferson St |

If your company acted as a large or small quantity generator during any one calendar
month in 2004, you are required to submit the report. If your company was a conditionally
exempt small quantity generator every month in 2004 or if no waste was generated or shipped, no
report is required, HOWEVER, the enclosed Hazardous Waste Handler Identification form (ID -
form) must be returned so that your generator status can be updated in our records. Please indicate

- clearly on the second page of the ID form what your current generator status was for the year 2004
as well as what your status is or will be in 2005.

In December of 2004, a reporting reminder was sent to generators explaining thé reporting
requirements and requested the report be submitted. The reports were due on March 1, 2004.

Failure to subrmt the required information within thirty (30) days of the receipt of this
letter will resuit in a referral to the Office of Enforcement

The Annual Manifest Report consists of two forms; the ID and OS form (Off-Site
Shipment form). The ID form has been enclosed for your convenience. The OS form and

An Equal Oppertunity Employer Please Recycle €%

Recycled Paper :t".v‘




instructions to the ID form and OS form can be obtained from our web site at:

~ www.IN.gov/idem/land/hazwaste/manifest/amr html. An electronic reporting option is also
available on our web site. " If you do not have access to the Internet and you need a copy of the
report forms and instruction, please contact any of the staff listed below. Please carefully read all.
reporting instructions before completing the report.

Completed forms must be mailed to (do not fax the forms):
Indiana Department of Environmental Management

Office of Land Quality

Facilities Data Analysis Section

100 N Senate Ave

Indianapolis, IN 46204-2251

If you have any questions, please contact me at (317)233-4624 or via e-mail
mweddle@idem.in.gov. :

Sincerely,

Michelle Weddle, Environmental Manager
. Facilities Data Analysis Section
Office of Land Quality

Enclosure; Hazardous Waste Handler Identification form .



DALTON

Dalton Corporation

September 26, 2008

Via Certified Mail and E-Mail RECEIVED

Rosemary Cantwell, Section Chief

Industrial Waste Compliance Section SEP 302008
Indiana Department of Environmental Management ——
Office of Land Quality ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
2525 North Shadeland Avenue CHIRECF ALy

Indianapolis, IN 46219

Re:  Dalton Corporation, Kendallville Manufacturing Facility
Response to Inspection Summary Letter Dated August 12, 2008

Dear Rosemary:

Dalton Corporation, Kendallville Manufacturing Facility (“Dalton”) submits its response,
pursuant to Indiana Code §13-14-5-6(a), to the Inspection Summary Letter from IDEM
Inspector Mark Espich (“Mr.Espich™) dated August 12, 2008 (“the Letter”). Pursuant to
Ind. Code §13-14-5-6(b), the department shall review and consider any information
presented by Dalton in response to the summary letter, append the information provided
to the inspection report and include the written information in the public file.

The Letter is the first inspection report that Dalton received from Mr. Espich since he was
assigned to Dalton’s facilities in 2008. It is based on the first two inspections of Dalton’s
facilities conducted by Mr. Espich on March 12" and on June 17, 2008. This first
inspection report also serves as a referral of alleged violations to enforcement prior to any
discussion with Dalton or to providing any opportunity for Dalton to take corrective
action. Dalton’s prior IDEM inspector, Steve Schafer (“Mr. Schafer”), had served as
Dalton’s inspector since Dalton’s Restricted Waste Site (“RWS”) began operation and
never indicated any major concerns. It would have been beneficial to both IDEM and to
Dalton if Dalton had been given some notice regarding the change in standards and
policies applicable to its RWS prior to being referred to enforcement. Such a meeting
would have given Dalton notice of the new expectations IDEM has of Dalton since the
new inspector’s standards are clearly different from the prior inspector’s.

Warsaw Manufacturing Facility
P.O. Box 1388

Warsaw, IN 46581-1388

(574) 267-8111



DALTON

Classification

In the Letter, it is alleged that Dalton did not provide accurate information relative to the
sample collection for classification of four (4) of its ten (10) waste streams. The four
waste streams referred to were all determined to meet a Type 11 classification and are
currently disposed of in Dalton’s Warsaw Restricted Waste Site which is a Type 11
facility. (Kendallville has ten (10) waste streams only four of which currently mect a
Type HI classification and which are disposed of in Kendallville’s RWS). Dalton did
provide a Sampling and Analysis plan to IDEM for approval prior to sampling. It was
approved and followed. The samples were designed to be representative of each waste
stream based on generator knowledge. Dalton is unsure what the allegedly inaccurate
information is that is referred to in the Letter and so is not able to substantiate or deny
this claim at this time.

Surface Water/Leachate Control

There are several allegations regarding diversion and control of storm water and leachate
at the RWS. Currently, storm water may pond on the south and east sides of Phase L.
The southern area of Phase I retains water because a clay stockpile is located to the south
of this Phase. Besides serving as storage, this stockpile also serves to prevent the storm
water from going off site from Phase I to the south. The majority of Phase [ has received
intermediate cover. Dalton plans to permanently close this section of the landfill and will
submit its Notice of Intent to Partially Close to IDEM soon following a survey that is
being done to determine clevations.

During the inspection in June, one of the IDEM engineers advised Dalton how to apply
intermediate cover on Phase I1 in order to minimize the working face. Dalton has
followed her recommendation and is in the process of applying intermediate cover in the
“manner in which she recommended. Dalton has also placed a berm over about one-half of
the working face in Phase II to prevent storm water from entering the pit in that manner,
Storm water does flow to the southeast through Phase I1. A ditch has been constructed
and lined with rip-rap to direct the water away from the working face. This ditch conveys
the storm water from. the southern end of Phase I to a low area to the east. The far
eastern portion of the property has always had a higher elevation that retains water in that
area and prevents the water from discharging off of Dalton’s property to the east. These
ditches are part of the system approved by IDEM to manage storm water at the site.

Phase 11 is basically a hole in the ground. This creates a situation where it is very
difficult to prevent water from collecting in the bottom of the pit. Dalton does not place
waste into the water; however, if it has rained, the waste may be washed down into

- standing water. Dalton has constructed a clay berimn at the bottom of the excavation to
separate the storm water that has touched the waste and flowed down the active face of
the fill area (“leachate™) from the clean storm water that collects on the other side of the
berm where no waste has been placed. The leachate was being pumped through a
sprinkler system that re-circulates the water back through Phase I. Mr. Espich ordered



Dalton to cease re-circulating the leachate until approval from IDEM is obtained;
however, there are no laws or regulations to inform Dalton what procedure to follow or
what criteria must be met in order to obtain approval from IDEM fo re-circulate the
leachate. (This is Type IlI waste and leachate from Type 11l waste-—not municipal or
non-municipal waste and leachate referred to in 329 IAC 10-20-21). The re-circulation is
one of the measures that Dalton had undertaken as part of its plan to manage its storm
water. '

Stormwater Permit

In 2004, Dalton hired August Mack Environmental to review whether it was necessary
for Dalton to submit a Notice of Intent for a storm water permit. August Mack advised
Dalton that it did not need to do so and Dalton submitted a No Exposure Certification.
Neither the previous inspector nor any of the other IDEM representatives that have
inspected the site ever indicated to Dalton that a permit was necessary. After the Letter
was received that indicated a storm water permit should have been obtained, Dalton
began preparing its NOI for its RWS and has hired August Mack to prepare a Storm
Water Pollution Prevention Plan. The Letter also indicates that Dalton has discharged
pollutants into waters of the United States and violated the Clean Water Act. Dalton is
not aware of any discharges into waters of the United States. Clarification regarding the
waterway referenced is necessary prior to Dalton responding to this allegation.

~ Plot Plans and Boundary Markers

Dalton has a blanket purchase order for a surveyor to prepare and update quarterly plot
plans. The surveyor, John Kimpel, has provided this service and there are quarterly plot
plans. The fence around the property to the north, east and west serves as the approximate
RWS property line. There are existing markers that indicate some of the landfill
boundaries although they are not easily visible. Dalton has requested Mr. Kimpel to
mark: the boundaries and will proceed to have more visible boundary markers installed.



DALTON

Dalton’s Kendallville site is in the same position as its Warsaw site. The new inspector
has brought a change in interpretation of [IDEM’s policies and in its standards with no
notice to Dalton. Dalton has moved quickly to take corrective action. It has done so at
its own risk since it was not stated in the Letter what corrective action IDEM wants
Dalton to take. As indicated in this response, there are issues that were raised but not
adequately explained to engble Dalton to make a response at this time. In addition, there
is confusion regarding how to obtain a permit for approval to re-circulate leachate for a
RWS. Dalton wants to comply but [DEM’s emphasis has been on enforcement so far
and no guidance have been provided on how to comply.

Sincerely,
’ L
e il
Lisa McCoy
General Counsel

Ce:  Mark Espich



DALTON

Dalton Corporation

September 8, 2008 ALNYND GNY] 40 301440
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Via Certified Mail and E-Mail | BOOZ 1 v ¢3S

Rosemary Cantwell, Section Chief GMIEQM

Industrial Waste Compliance Section

Indiana Department of Environmental Management
Office of Land Quality

2525 North Shadeland Avenue % :
Indianapolis, IN 46219 ' ﬁ

-
Re:  Dalton Corporation, Warsaw Manufacturing Facility
Response to Inspection Summary Letter Dated July 18, 2008

Dear Rosemary:

Dalton Corporation, Warsaw Manufacturing Facility (“Dalton™) submits its response,
pursuant to Indiana Code §13-14-5-6(=), to the Inspection Summary Letter from IDEM
Inspector Mark Espich (“Mr.Espich™) dated July 18, 2008 (“the Letter”). Pursuant to Ind.
Code §13-14-5-6(b), the department shall review and consider any information presented
by Dalton in response to the summary letter, append the information provided to the
inspection report and include the written information in the public file.

The Letter is the first mspectlon report that Dalton received from Mr Esp1ch smce he was

‘inspe sasa . There were no dlSCU.SSlOl’lS with
Dalton regardmg the Letter prior to the referral to enforcement Dalton’s prior IDEM
inspector was Steve Schafer (“Mr. Schafer”) who had served as Dalton’s inspector since
Dalton’s Restricted Waste Site (“RWS”) began operation in 1988. Mr. Schafer, and the
multi-media inspectors who inspected the plant in the past, have always provided Dalton
with a written report and a timeframe for corrective action. Such a procedure gave
Dalton the opportunity to ask questions, provide answers and to take the corrective action
required prior to any enforcement action. Mr. Espich indicated that he did not have the
time to manage such a procedure.

R
(G § 7 1 Warsaw Mannfacturing Facility
* et F, Wt . P.O.Box 1388
N Warsaw, IN 465811388
EN?EEME o LAND GU (574) 2678111
o ,




DALTON

The opportunity to meet and to discuss the Letter would have been beneficial to both
IDEM and to Dalton, during the transition between inspectors. It would have provided
IDEM with the opportunity to explain the new inspector’s expectations for Dalton’s RWS
(since they seem to be very different from Dalton’s previous inspector’s expectations). A
meeting would also have given Dalton the opportunity to provide the new inspector with
some historical background on Dalton’s RWS which is necessary in order to understand
the current situation at the RWS.

Dalton’s RWS has been subject to several major changes in the past few years that have
greatly affected operations at the RWS. These changes include: IDEM’s change from a
policy that allowed composite testing for waste classification to a regulation that requires
that waste must not be combined for testing (329 IAC 10-9-4(m)); IDEM’s change from
excluding the legitimate use of all slags from permitting requirements to excluding only
steelmaking slag pursuvant to 329 JAC 10-3-1; and a change in the IDEM policy which
was initially to require groundwater monitoring of the deep aquifers at landfills to
requiring monitoring of the shallow aquifers. It would have been beneficial to Mr.
Espich to have been made aware of these changes and the following effects they have had
on the operation of Dalton’s RWS prior to referring Dalton to enforcement

For example, Mr. Espich stated in the Letter that he observed uncovered Grinder Dust
that is prohibited from disposal (as a Type I waste) at Dalton’s RWS, It is unknown how
M. Espich concluded that the material he observed was Type 1 grinder dust. No sample
of the material was taken. Dalton has several different waste streams that contain
baghouse dust and only one of them has previously been classified as Type 1. That waste
stream is no longer taken to Dalton’s RWS for disposal; however, assuming that what
Mr. Espich observed was Type | grinder dust, it could have been placed in the RWS
during the period of time that composite testing was allowed and that wastestream was
classified as Type III. The change in the required methodology for classification from
allowing composite testing to requiring each waste stream to be sampled separately
caused some waste streams that were once permitted for disposal in Dalton’s RWS to no
longer be permitted because the classification changed. Therefore, there is no proof that
the material observed was Type I grinder dust or, even if it was Type I grinder dust, that
it was prohibited from disposal in the RWS as alleged in the Letter.

Another example where historical knowledge would have been helpful to Mr. Espich is
the situation regarding the slag pile. Mr. Espich states in the Letter that he observed a slag
pile at the RWS that was over height and not covered. In the past, Dalton had provided a
contractor with its slag which he used as material for road base and other legitimate
purposes. Once the regulation that excluded the legitimate use of slags from permitting
was changed to exclude only steelmaking slag from permitting, Dalton had to cease
providing its slag to the contractor until it could get the use permitted. Dalton later began
storing its iron making slag at the RWS, without cover, because Dalton hoped that its slag
could be permitted for beneficial re-use during the current classification process. Since
receiving the Letter that expressed concern with having the slag pile uncovered, Dalton




has disposed of the slag in its RWS. Dalton moved quickly in response to IDEM’s
referral Letter. The slag pile no longer exists.

Mr. Espich also states in the Letter that the facility has not provided roads to the
monitoring wells or maintained control of the vegetation around the wells. To Dalton’s
knowledge, Mr. Espich did not inspect each monitoring well in order to make this
determination. There is a road to each of the monitoring wells. The consultants who
conduct the sampling at the wells each quarter have never complained regarding lack of
access; however, Dalton has not maintained control of the vegetation as Mr. Espich
observed. If Dalton had been given the opportunity to meet to discuss the Letter, Dalton
could have informed Mr. Espich that IDEM has required Dalton to install a new
groundwater monitoring system. The installation of this system began this year as a result
of the change in IDEM’s policy from requiring monitoring of the deep aquifers to
requiring monitoring of the shallow aquifers. At this time, it is unknown where the new
wells will be located. Dalton is reluctant to spend its time and resources on maintaining
roads that will soon be replaced. Once the location of the new wells is known, new roads
will be constructed for access to the new monitoring wells.

Besides the above historical changes affecting the RWS, there are also historical
permitting issues of which Mr. Espich apparently is not aware. Mr. Espich states in the
Letter that the facility was not operating its collection sump installed in the northeast
corner of Phase 3, Section 1 to control the leachate as required in its permit. Prior to
Dalton constructing Section 1 of Phase 3 there were discussions between IDEM and
Dalton to address concerns that both entities had with regard to water collecting in the
NE corner of that section of the RWS. The decision was made to install a sump that was
designed to address the leachate in the waste that would eventually be built up and
surround the sump. [t was not designed to address the current situation where the
precipitation falls on to the working face and then ponds over to the NE corner where no
waste has been deposited. According to 329 IAC 10-28-10, Type 11 restricted waste sites
must not deposit solid waste in standing or ponded water except for that water resulting
from precipitation directly upon the working face. Dalton has not deposited solid waste
in the standing water in the NE corner. Therefore, the fact that Dalton is not currently
operating the sump is not a permit violation because it was not designed and built to
address the current situation. As discussed below, Dalton has taken measures to address
the standing water in the NE corner and the erosion caused by water in that area.

Mr. Espich states in the Letter that Dalton has not implemented any erosion and sediment
control measures but he also discusses Dalton’s sediment control structures. Sediment
control structures are sediment control measures. He also states that because of Dalton’s
failure to implement the required erosion and sediment controls, Dalton is now required
to apply daily cover rather than the annual cover currently required in its permit. In the
NE corner of Section 1 of Phase 3 Dalton had constructed a check dam using rip rap.

The check dam was designed to slow the storm water flow to the NE corner and to drop
out any sediment that had accumulated. It worked until this spring when extremely



heavy rains, which continued on into early summer, washed up and over the sides of the
check dam causing one side to erode. .

After receipt of the Letter, Dalton repaired the check dam in Phase 3, Section 1 and
constructed three additional dams so that if the flowing water manages to get past one
dam, the flow will be slowed by one of the subsequent dams. The erosion that occurred
this spring and early summer was worse than in most years. Northern Indiana had several
torrential rainfall events where a lot of rain fell in a very short period of time. (The fact
that the erosion occurred in 2008 is supported by the fact that Mr. Schafer’s written
quarterly inspection reports from 2007 never mention erasion as a problem). The damage
caused by the erosion was repaired as soon as the weather allowed and equipment was
available. In fact, most of the erosion damage has now been repaired. In addition, in the
area where the erosion was the worst-- in the NE corner-- Dalton has repaired the
intermediate cover so that the water will be redirected to a newly constructed swale-like
area lined with rip rap that will help to prevent any further erosion in the future. M.
Espich’s contention that Dalton is now required to apply daily cover is not valid. Dalton
will continue to apply intermediate cover as required pursuant to its permit until directed
differently. |

Mr. Espich also contends in the Letter that Dalton did not provide the annual intermediate
cover over areas where it should have been placed. He states that only ten (10) acres at
the RWS have received intermediate cover. This is not accurate. Dalton estimates that
when Mr. Espich conducted his inspections in March and June there were at least twice
as many acres that had received intermediate cover. The arcas receiving intermediate
cover included all areas on the outer boundaries of those portions of the RWS that had
recetved waste (except for the working phase). This was placed in order to help prevent
any offsite migration. Since receipt of Mr. Espich’s letter, intermediate cover has been
placed on all filled portions of the RWS except for the current working face of the active
fill area. In addition, as indicated in the Letter, Dalton has not final closed any of the
areas of the RWS. Dalton has chosen not to close portions that it plans to expand.

Dalton has the right to request a vertical expansion, which it plans to do in the near
future, and placing two feet of clay and six inches of topsoil on an area that may be
vertically expanded is a waste of natural resources, money and time. In any case, Dalton
has submitted a Closure Notice to IDEM indicating its intent to close some portions of
the RWS where a vertical expansion has not been planned. In the near future, Dalton will
also submit a major modification application requesting to expand the RWS.

Mr. Espich notes in the Letter that Dalton had submitted a No Exposure Certification to
IDEM in 2004 that indicated that there were no outfalls leaving the property. Mr. Espich
states that the lefter is inaccurate given that leachate from Phase 3, Section 1 is
discharged through a drainage ditch into Boggs Ditch and contaminated runoff from
Phase 1 discharges through a pipe under State Road 25. He also contends that surface
water and waste were observed leaving the property to the south along an on-site road.
Dalton did hire August Mack in 2004 to review the storm water situation at the RWS.
August Mack advised Dalton that a No Exposure Letter was applicable. In 2004, Phase



- IH, Section 1 had not yet been built and there was no storm water issues involved with
industrial waste in the NE corner of that section at that time. Although Mr, Espich also
contends that leachate from Section 1 is now discharged through a drainage ditch after
this check dam and then into Boggs ditch, Dalton is not aware of a drainage ditch that
flows from this section all the way to Boggs ditch and Dalton has never seen any
contaminated water from this aréa leaving the property. Mr. Espich’s photographs taken
during his inspection also fail to document any such discharge from this area.

There also was no drainage ditch in 2004 leading off site to the north of Phase I. In 2005,
Phase Il Section 1 was constructed and began operation in that Section in 2006, This
construction changed the contouring of the landfill and caused water to flow in a
northwesterly direction off of Phase 1. Dalton constructed a check dam in 2007 and a
retention basin to slow the flow from that area of the site prior to any discharge. The
storm water flow has created a conveyance that eventually flows off site. Mr. Espich
states that during his inspection, this “channel” was black all the way to the discharge
point at State Road 25. What he fails to mention is that the water is conveyed through an
actively farmed field and unless Mr. Espich took samples, there is no way to determine
whether this black material observed was runoff from Dalton’s RWS, runoff from the
field or simply sediment gathered as the water is conveyed and cuts its way directly
through the farm field. Dalton is also unaware of the area to the south where Mr. Espich
claims that water and waste were observed leaving the property. Dalton owns property
beyond the boundary of the site and if waste is seen leaving the site it does not
necessarily indicate that it is discharged off of Dalton’s property. Dalton did fail to
update its No Exposure certification. A Notice of Intent (“NOT”) letter should have been
submitted in order to obtain a general storm water permit once the check dam had been
constructed. Since receipt of the Letter, Dalton has submitted an NOI form to IDEM and
it has hired August Mack to prepare a storm water pollution prevention plan for the RWS.
The failure to submit an NOI was an oversight on Dalton’s part. It also was never
mentioned by the previous inspector or by any other IDEM representatives until this
Letter.

Mr. Espich further states in the Letter that the facility is unable to provide quality
assurance for the sampling data submitted for its most recent waste classification.
Whether Mr. Espich is referring to the current waste classification that occurred over two
years ago or the pending waste classification, Dalton has always submitted sampling and
analysis plans (“SAP”) to IDEM for its approval prior to sampling. It has provided IDEM
with the QA/QC that it stated it would provide in its SAP. In addition, representatives
from IDEM who are involved in the waste classification process at IDEM have inspected
Dalton’s facility’s processes and it’s RWS on several occasions. Dalton’s SAPs have
always been approved and Dalton has always followed them. Mr. Espich is now raising
issues concerning the SAPs that have not been raised before. Dalton recently finished
sampling for its pending waste characterization and classification in July so Dalton
expects that any issues raised by Mr. Espich’s concerns will not be applied retroactively



‘DALTON

to Dalton’s detriment. Again, this is an issue where discussion would be a benefit to both
parties. '

Finally, Mr. Espich contends that Dalton did not maintain updated quarterly plot plans.
Dalton does maintain updated quarterly plot plans. Dalton has a registered surveyor, John
Kimpel, who is under a blanket purchase order to update the plot plans on a quarterly
basis and he has done so.

In sum, Dalton believes that there is a lack of communication between IDEM and Dalton.
Dalton’s RWS has already been subjected to major policy and regulatory changes that
have greatly affected Dalton’s investment in its RWS. It would have been much more
productive for IDEM and Dalton to sit down and discuss the issues prior to any referral to
enforcement at least during this transitional time. This administration has stated that its
focus is on compliance and not on enforcement. Dalton is more than willing to comply
but in this case, IDEM’s policies, interpretations and standards have apparently changed
in midstream. Dalton has already taken major steps in an attempt to address most of the
issues of concern raised in the Letter. Dalton is willing to take additional action if IDEM
will help us to understand what Dalton needs to do in order to meet the current
compliance standards, if they have not already been met based on Dalion’s quick reaction
to the Letter. If IDEM prefers to pursue enforcement action, then Dalton is also more
than willing to litigate the issues raised herein.

Sincerely,

' , e
&&“" |
Lisa McCoy
General Counsel

Ce: Mark Espich
“Nancy Johnston
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Dalton Corporation
August 11, 2008
Via E-Mail and Certified Mail
Rosemary Cantwell, Section Chief
Industrial Waste Compliance Section
Indiana Department of Environmental Management RECEIVED
Office of Land Quality
2525 North Shadeland Avenue AUG 2 0 7008
Indianapolis, IN 46219 PR N—
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
Re:  Notice of Intent to Respond CFFICE OF LAND QuaLiry

Dear Rosemary: Ax TS

On July 23, 2008 Dalton Corporation, Warsaw Manufacturing Facility (“Dalton”)
received an Inspection Summary Letter dated July 18, 2008. The letter was a summary
of observations made by representatives of IDEM’s Office of Land Quality during
inspections conducted on March 13, 2008 and on June 17, 2008. In accordance with
Indiana Code §13-14-5-6(a), Dalton is entitled to provide information in response to this
written summary. Pursuant to Ind. Code§13-14-5-6(b) the department shall then review
and consider any information presented, append the information provided to the
inspection report and include the written information in the public file.

According to Ind. Code §13-14-5-2(2), IDEM has forty-five calendar days following an
inspection to provide the written summary of the inspection to Dalton. Therefore, Dalton
will provide the response to the summary letter to IDEM within forty-five days of receipt
of the letter which is September 8, 2008.

Warsaw Manufacturing Facility
P.0.Box 1388

Warsaw, IN 46581-1388

(574)267-8111



DALTON

Dalton also requests color copies of the photographs that were attached to the summary
letter. They can be e-mailed to my e-mail address below or sent by post-mail. If you
have any questions, do not hesitate to call me at (574) 268-3207 or to e-mail me at
Imccoviadaltonfoundries.com.

Sincerely,

LN .19
Lisa McCoy

General Counsel

CC: Nancy Johnston
‘ Office of Enforcement
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CANTWELL, ROSEMARY

From: CANTWELL, ROSEMARY

Seni: ~ Thursday, August 21, 2008 5:36 PM
To: ‘McCoy, Lisa'
~ Subject: FW: Dalton Warsaw

Attachments: Dalton Warsaw RWS 3-13-2008 pht.doc; Dalion Warsaw RWS 6-17-2008 phi.doc

Hi Lisa, .
Attached are color photos taken by IDEM during inspections conducted on 3-13-08 and 6-17-08 at the Dalton
Warsaw Facility. These are the photos that you requested in a letter to me dated August 11, 2008 and received
by IDEM on August 20, 2008.

If you have any trouble opening the flles let me know.

Thanks,
Rosemary

8/21/2008






« INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
We make Indiana a cleaner, healthier place to live, l ()) }

Mitchell E. 'Daiiiefs, Jr. ' 100 North Senate Avenue

. Governor ) : Indianapolis, Indiana 46204
oo ) (317) 232-8603
Thomas W. Easterly (800} 451-6027
Commissioner ' . www, IN,.gov/idem
VIA CERTIFIED MAIL 7002 0510 0004 0411 09991 - Jue 16, 2005

Mr. Michael Schall
Dalton Corporation/Warsaw
1900 East Jefferson
Warsaw, Indiana 46580 .
Re:  Violation Letter
Dalton Corporanon/W :

""'Dear Mr. Schall

. On 2/11/05, a reprcsentan ve of the Indiana Department of Environmental Management,
Qﬁlﬁe of Land Quahfy, conducted an mspectmn of Dalton Corporation, located at 1900 East
Jefferson, Indiana. This inspection was conducted pursuant to IC 13-14-2-2. For your
' information, and in accordance with IC 13-14-5, a summary of the inspection is provided below:

- Type of Inspection: Compliance Evaluation Inspﬁction (Industrial Waste)
S _X Complaint
Other

__Violations were observed but corrected during the
inspection. See inspection report,
_X__ Violations were observed. See inspection report.

Results of Inspection:

Within (30) days of receipt of this letter, a written detailed explanation, documenting
~ compliance with each of the requirements listed in the inspection report, must be submitted to this

- office. Please direct any response to this letter and any questions to Theresa Pichtel at (317) 308-
3050. -

Sincerc] Y,

Rosemary Cﬁtwell

Section Chief
Industrial Waste Compliance Section
Compliance and Response Branch

Enclosure
~cc: Koscuisko County Health Department

Recycled F'apr:r_ @ An Equal Opportunity Employer Pleaye Recyele %
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Mr, Michael Schall

Dalten Corporation/Warsaw .
1900 Easl Jefferson
& Warsaw, Indiana 46580
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IND. JA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRC, AENTAL MANAGEMENT
We make Indiana a cleaner, healthier place to live. ' ‘%

e TR Mzrchell E Damels Jr. 100 North Senate Avenue
¢ TGoyemor - “e . . , Indianapolis, Indiana 46204
e, ' : . (317) 232-8603
] qumfzs W, Easterly . : : (800) 451-6027

"+ Commissioner www.IN.gov/idem
il

March 2, 2005.

£ 5 M, Michael Schall
: -~ * Dalton Foundry '
P.0.Box 271 S -
~ Kendallville, IN' 46581-1388 - A\ ;
i i & 7 s v
‘ - . Re:  (Sampling and Analysis Plan
2 e ' . “w .04 4" Waste Classification Renewal
Vs : ¢ Lok s M\ W‘“ Dalton Foundry
et F LA fﬂ Y W Y - Ken
; _ el * C {" Wars
'Dear Mr. Schall: f r" A ; " ; f LU

Thls letter is a follow -up to a phone conversation between Mr. Eric Emmit from August
w Mack Environmental and myself on February 10, 2005 regdrding the waste classification renewal
P process for Dalton Foundry at both the Kendal]wlle and Warsaw facility,

: As chscussad 1

R Ana1y51s used to obtam t‘ne mdmdual hazardous waste detenmnatlons may by used for
. the waste classification TCLP constituents found in Table 1 of 329 IAC 10-9-4 (b)(2)(A) as long
'as‘the, support documentation includes Level III quality assurance quality control information.

L5 In addition, othe:r information that may be submitted to the IDEM to obtain a waste
.. classification for the individual wastes could include, but may not be limited to.the following; -
“ " fecent analytical information obtained using test procedures outlined in 329 IAC 10-9-4,
f ‘hxstoncal analytical data about the individual waste, and detailed knowledge of the processes and

, Iraw ‘materials generating the waste that may demonstrate similarities to other wastes generated by -
B .the faclh'ry

'WApﬂl 30 2003 (Kendallvx]le),

i X amm\ﬁﬁ@w \The plan may include a specific timetable, no greater than six months in wh1ch
-~ this plan would-be carried out.

E Eeé’yciq@ Paper @ i . An Equal Opporninity Employer Please Recycle €% '

o ML



If you have any questions please call me at 317/308-3003, or Mr. George Ritchotte at

317/308-3123. '

[Hen

Sincerely,

Rosermary Cantwell
Industrial Waste Compliance
Compliance and Response Branch

Mpr. Eric Emmit, August Mack Environmental
Mr. John Hale, Solid Waste Permits



INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
We Protect Hoosiers and Our Environment,

Mitchell E, Daniels Jr. Northern Regional Office
Governar 220 West Colfax Ave., Suite 200

South Bend, Indiana 46601-1634
Thomas W, Easterly (574) 245-4B70
Commlssioner Toll Free (800) 753-5518

Fax (574) 245-4877
www.idem.IN.gov

VIA CERTIFIED MAIL 7002 0510 0004 2616 2121 July 18, 2008

Mr. Michael Schall

Dalton Corporation Warsaw
1900 East Jefferson Street
Warsaw, Indiana 46851

Re: Inspection Summary Letter
Dalton Corporation Warsaw
Restricted Waste Site
Warsaw, Kosciusko County

Dear Mr. Schall:

On March 13, 2008, and June 17, 2008, representatives of the Indiana Department of
Environmental Management, Office of Land Quality, conducted an inspection of Dalton Corporation
Restricted Waste Site, located at CR 250 South and SR-25 in Kosciusko County. This inspection was
condueted pursuant to IC 13-14-2-2. For your information, and in accordance with IC 13-14-5, a summary
of the inspection is provided below: '

Type of Inspection; X Compliance Evaluation Inspection
Comptlaint
X Other: Restricted Wagte Site Inspection

Results of Inspection: No violations were observed

Additional information and review is required to evaluate overall
compliance.

X Violations were observed and will be referred tb the Office
of Enforcement. See inspection report.

Please direct any response to this letter and any questions to me at 574/245-4872.

Sincerely,

Mark Espich

Environmental Manager

Industrial Waste Compliance Section
Compliance and Response Branch

Enclosure
€ct Kosciusko County Health Department

Recycled Paper An Equal Opportunity Employer Please Recyele {
&
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State Form

EPA ldentification Number: INDOG5148022

RESTRICTED WASTE SITE

INSPECTION REPORT

Indiana Depariment of Environmental Management

INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF

Industrial Waste Compfiance Section
Office of Land Quality
100 N, Senate Ave.
Mail Code 65-45
Indianapolis, IN 46204-2251

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT .

f lLocation: County Road 250 South and State Road 25

| City: Warsaw

| County: Kosciusko

| Zip Code: 46580

1 Inspector: Mark Espich

| Inspection Date: March 13, 2008 and June 17, 2008

| Other IDEM Representatives: Rosemary Cantwell, Daniela Klesmith, John Hale, Alan Minne
| Primary contact during inspection: Michael Schall | ,

A. Pre-Inspection File Review

On-Site Disposal Notification Date:

Restricted Waste Site Facility Type/lssuance Date:

Restricted Waste Site Permit Reviewed by Inspector: Date: June 16, 2007

Wastestream(s) permitted for disposal generated by facility:

Wastestream(s) Classified

Excess Sand

Slag

Yard Cleanup

Shot Blast and Grinder Dust
Molding Exhaust Fines

- Shot Blast Separator Waste
Grinder Dust Collector '
Filter Press

Refractory

Dirt from Charge Yard

Core Sand

Classification Number

WC 06-005 — Type I
WC 06-006 - Type |l
WC 06-007 — Type |l
WC 06-011 — Type Il
WC 06-012 — Type |l
WC 06-013 — Type Il
WC 06-014 — Type |
WC 08-015 — Type Il
WC 06-016 - Type Il
WC 06-017 — Type lI
WC 06-018 — Type Il

Expiration Date(s):

June 15, 2008
June 15, 2008
June 15, 2008
June 15, 2008
June 15, 2008
June 15, 2008
June 15, 2008
June 15, 2008
June 15, 2008
June 15, 2008
June 15, 2008

Other wastestream(s) approved for disposal (such as those generated by other facilities):

- Dalton Corporation Kendallviile manufacturing facility all Type II, Type II1, and Type IV foundry wastes.

None.

Treated wastestream(s) {hazardous or non-hazardous}: -

Previous Inspections:
|

i March 13, 2008

‘ Unresolved violations/comments:

On April 24, 2008, an insignificant modification of the January 25, 2008, permit renewal was granted for a one-time extension
{ of the deadline for renewing the current waste classifications. The current waste classifications expired June 15, 2008, and the
! renewal is due on July 14, 2008. : '







C. Restricted Waste Site Inspection Summary
Violations. The checklist below is not comprehensive, but includes the most common violations.
Checked violations and additional violations are described in detail in Section C.2 and include
C.A location information, corrective measures, and compliance dates. Appropriate documentation,
’ photographs and maps may also be attached. When appropriate, a representative portion of a
facility or documents may be inspected. A description of those portions inspected is provided in
Section B, Restricted Waste Site Inspection Comments.
1) Permit Compliance X 17) First Aid Kit 33) Establish & Maintain Vegetation
329 IAC 10-13-4(c) 329 1AC 10-28-7(p) 329 IAC 10-28-14(b)
2) Established Roadways 18) Communications System 34) Proper Grading X
329 IAC 10-28-1(a} 329 IAC 10-28-7(c) 329 1AC 10-28-14{c)
3) Restricted Access 18) On-Site/Up to Date Plans 35) Vegetstion Clearing X
329 IAC 10-28-1(b) _ 329 IAC 10-28-8(a) 329 IAC 10-28-14(d)
4) Passable Roads X 20) Quarterly Piot Plans 36) Surface Leachate Management X
329 IAC 10-28-2(a) 329 IAC 10-28-8(b) 329 IAC 10-28-15(a)
5} Tracking Mud 21) Furnishing Records ta IDEM 37} Leachate 50ft Beyond SW Boundary X
329 IAC 10-28-2(b} 329 |1AC 10-28-8(c) 329 |AC 10-28-15(b)
8) Monitoring Well Access X 22) Qpen Burning 38) Leachate Disposal X
329 1AC 10-28-2(¢c) . 329 IAC 10-28-8 329 1AC 10-28-16
7) Signs 23) Waste Deposited in Water 39) Groundwater Monitoring Wells
329 JAC 10-28-3 329 1AC 10-28-10(a} 329 IAC 10-28-17
8) Livestock Present 24) Cover Soil Type 40) Explosive Gases
329 JAC 10-28-4{a) 329 |AC 106-28-11{a} 329 IAC 10-28-19
9) Vector, Dust, Odor 25) i?t"ecror‘j:;”;%g?&‘f:{ 41) Leachate Collection X
329 IAC 10-28-4(b) 329 IAC 10-26-11(0) 329 IAC 10-28-20
10) Litter 28) Working Face Size (RWS | Only} 42) Closure Performance Standards
" 329 IAC 10-28-4(c) 329 IAC 10-28-12(a)(1) 329 I1AC 10-30-1
11) Dead Animal Disposal 27) (C;v\(g f‘gf]']f)""“on & Compaction 43) Final Cover (RWS 1 Only)
329 IAC 10-28-4(d) 329 1AG 10.26-12(a)(2) 329 |1AC 10-30-2(a)
12) Outside Containers 28) '?&i{,“;ﬁdggfyfm’er 44) Top Soil (RWS | Orly
329 IAC 10-28-4{e) 329 IAC 10-28-12(a)(3) 329 IAC 10-30-2(b)
13} Scavenging 29) (gg;\?éﬁ‘lpgufj;"’” & Compaction 45) Final Cover (RWS Il Only)
329 1AC 10-28-5 329 IAC 10-28-12(b) 329 1AC 10-30-3(a)
! 14) Salvage Operations 30) Fugitive Dust 46) Top Soil {RWS Il Onty)
329 IAC 10-28-6(a) 329 IAC 10-28-13(a) 329 IAC 10-30-3(b)
15) Salvage Storage 31) Daily Cover/Conirot Plan
329 IAC 10-28-6(b) X 329 IAC 10-28-13(h) 47) Other X
168} Safety Devices 32) Cover Continuous Maintenance '
| 3291AC 10-28-7(a) 329 JAC 10-28-14(a)

Violation descriptions: Includes observed violations with corresponding regulatory citations

il. . - . - .
and permit conditions {when applicable), corrective measures and compliance dates.

329 IAC 10-4-2 and 329 TAC 10-4-3

No person shall cause or allow the storage, containment, processing, or disposal of solid waste in a manner which
creates a threat to human health or the environment, including the creating of a fire hazard, vector attraction, air or
water pollution, or other contamination,
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Approval of Renewal of Solid Waste Permit, dated 1-25-2008 — Requirement D3 _
Permanent, visible boundary markers which delineate the approved facility and waste boundaries shall be
maintained for the life of the facility.

The facility did not maintain visible boundary markers delineating the approved facility and waste boundaries.

329 JAC 10-28-6 :

Salvaging on-site at a restricted waste site Type I or Type I or nonmunicipal solid waste landfill must be done only
under the supervision of the owner or operator and must not interfere with the facility operations. Salvaged
materials must be stored in buildings or transportable containers while awaiting removal from the facility.
Alternative methods of storing salvaged materials must have prior approval from the commissioner. Approval may
be granted at the request of the owner or operator if the owner or operator can demonstrate that the alternative
method will provide a comparable level of environmental protection.

The facility was conducting a salvaging operation for scrap metal at the site and the salvaged material was
deposited on the ground.

329 TAC 10-28-8
Restricted waste sites Type 1 and Type I and nonmunicipal solid waste landfills must maintain on-site an up-to-date
copy of the plans and specifications approved by the commissioner in granting the permit. Restricted waste sites
2| Type I and Type IT and nonmunicipal solid waste landfills must maintain on-site a plot plan of the solid waste land
| disposal facility. The plot plan must be updated quarterly, The plot plan must describe the foliowing: '
(1) Areas of excavation.
(2) Areas of current filling.
(3) Areas under intermediate cover.
(4) Filled areas lacking final cover.
(5) Finished areas with final cover contoured and seeded.

The facility did not maintain an updated quarterly plan detailing the required information listed above.

329 TAC 10-28-10, Approval of Renewal of Solid Waste Permit, dated 1-25-2008 — Requirement D6, and
Approval of Minor Modification to Selid Waste Permit, dated 12-2-2005 - Requirement 3

Restricted waste sites Type I and Type I landfills must not deposit solid waste in standing or ponded water except
for that water resulting from precipitation directly upon the working face. Surface water must be diverted from the
active fill area to minimize surface water contact with the waste and interference with the daily operation,

The facility did not divert surface water from the active fill area and did not minimize surface water contact with
the waste. Surface water was ponded in the bottom of the fill area in Section 1 of Phase 3. Visual evidence of
erosion cuts indicated that surfuce water was washing out buried waste from the top of the fill area and
depositing it into the bottom of the open cell, Incoming waste was also being deposited into Section 1 of Phase 3
Sfrom the top of the slope where it then fell into the pond of surface water leachate. A minor modification to the
solid waste permit, dated December 2, 2005, required the permittee to install a leachate collection sump to divert
leachate from the base of the fill area. The sump has been installed, but it is not being utilized for leachate
collection. :
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|

329 JAC 10-28-13, Approval of Renewal of Solid Waste Permit dated 1-25-2008 — Reguirement D9¢ and D13
Notwithstanding the cover requirements of this rule and 329 IAC 10-30-3 for restricted waste site Type I1, if the
facility operation is found to be in violation of fugitive dust regulations of the air pollution control board or if the
commissioner documents evidence of visible waste deposits carried by wind or surface water beyond the site
property boundary, restricted waste site Type II must complete the following:

(1) Apply daily cover,

(2) Submit a plan to control dispersal.

Application of daily cover must continue until a dispersal control plan is approved by the commissioner.

The facility shall take appropriate measures to minimize fugitive dust and sediment and erosion at the facility. An
unacceptable inspection report by IDEM documenting that fugitive dust, uncontrolled sediment, or erosion are
creating a nuisance or threat to human health and the environment, may lead to the revocation of the intermediate
yearly cover variance.

The facility allowed waste to be deposited beyond the site property boundary by surface water runoff. Foundry
waste was observed leaving the site at the State Road 25 discharge point,

329 TAC 10-28-14

Cover material applied as required in sections 11 through 13 of this rule and 329 TAC 10-30-3 must be continuously
maintained, including application and compaction of additional cover as needed to maintain required depth.
Restricted waste sites Type I and Type I and nonmunicipal solid waste [andfills must be graded to promote surface
water drainage and to prevent the ponding of water on previously filled areas. Vegetation must be cleared only as
necessary. ,

| The facility did not maintain the covered portions of the landfill and did not properly grade the filled areas to
promote surface water drainage. Erosion was observed in the intermediate cover on the western edge of Phase 1
and the southern edge of Phase 2. Exposed waste, ponding water, and large trees, were also observed on the
southern edge of Phase 2.

329 TAC 10-28-15

Any leachate on the surface of restricted waste sites Type I and Type I and nonmunicipal solid waste landfills must
" be immediately managed or controlled to prevent off-site migration. Any surface movement of leachate past a point
fifty (50) feet outside of the solid waste boundary is prohibited except as specified in the facility permit.

The facility did not properly control or manage the leachate to prevent off-site migration. The leachate collection
sump installed in the northeast corner of Phase 3, Section 1 was not being utilized to control the leachate. The
leachate was allowed to migrate past the solid waste boundary and discharge into Boggs ditch and the wetland
area to the north.




























i

o
.
e

i

S




N—_—

Heatrivte










e
A

o

e

s

e

i
o

i

T

o

+

:

et







- ik

o =































o
E

i

Ky

Pl







T T

£













g

Sy



















SIS

AL

i

G

.

I

fouts

ub

PO e

3
e

EI A

o







ATTACHMENT 1

Permitted Contour Map
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ATTACHMENT 2

No Exposure Certification Letter Dated June 24, 2004




N, - AUGLIST MACK ENVIRONMENTAL INC.
SUS 8007 CASTLETON ROAD -
INDIANAPQOLIS, INDIANA 46250

_ ACCKED (317} 579-7400
ENYIROEMERTAL TN ' (317) 5787410 FAX
Tune 24, 2004 |

‘Mr. Craig Lawson
Indiana Department of Environmental Management
Office of Water Management
100 N. Senate Avenue
- PO Box 6015
Indianapolis, Indiana 46206

Re:  No Exposure Certification
Dalton Corporation
Alternate Site Monaofill
Warsaw, Indiana
" General Storm Water Permit # INROOD0O3
Solid Waste Facility Permit # FP 43-06
August Mack Project Number JE329.40

Dear Mr. Lawson:

August Mack Env;ronmental Inc on behalf of Dalton Corporaﬂon Warsaw Manufactunng
Facility (Dalton), is submitting this “no discharge” certification for storm water associated with
industrial activity at the site. The certification, signed by a Dalton official, is provided in
Attachment A. Dalton currently utilizes the above referenced site for disposal of Type I
foundry waste. The site is exposed to industrial activities during unloading of fill material. As
noted in Figure 1 of Attachment B, Boggs Ditch runs through the property. Dalton onomally
applied for a storm water permit because it was assumed that the point where Boggs Ditch leaves
the property would be classified as an outfall. Tt is August Mack’s understanding that the
presence of a stream or ditch entering or leaving the property alone is not classified as an outfall
as defined in 327 JAC 5-1.5-38. In addition, storm water enters Boggs Ditch via sheet flow. No
point sources enter Boggs Ditch. A further review of the drainage at the property revealed that
no other outfalls were noted leaving the property boundary.

Since storm water associated with industrial activity does not leave the property via outfalls as
defined in 327 IAC 5-1.5-38, Dalton is requesting the site be removed from the storm water
general permit program and that the IDEM approve the “no discharge” certification for their
Alternate Site Monofill,

@ KAPE379.40\Working\rof\warsawnodischarge.doc
%@ CONSULTING « PROCESS ENGINEEFHNG CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT




Mr. Craig Lawson June 24, 2004
" Page 2

If you should have any questions or require additional information please do not hesitate to
contact us at (317) 579-7400.

Sincerely,

Eric Emmett
_Project Engineer

S

Charles I, Staghler
Senior Engineer

Enclosure
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ATTACHMENT A

Certification
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ATTACHMENT B

Site Plan




DALTON FOUNDRY BUILDING

UNPAVED ACCESS ROAD

POND #3

NORTH

LEGEND

APPROXIMATE LIMITS OF REAGENT APPLICATION ;ZO_NES_

P3-3 SAMPLE LOCATION AND DESIGNATION

I—E DRYING AREA DESIGNATION

O: DWGS /DALTON /DALTFIG7.DWG

TRUCK
SHOP

~ REVISIONS
NO. DATE | DESCRIPTION DRAWN BY
1 10/22/96" REVISED PER SPZ OMM
2 11/19/96 | REVISED PER SPZ DMM

B0O7 CASTLETCN ROAD
INDIANAPOUS, INDIANMA 48250
{317) 579—7400
FAX (317) 579-7410

AU GUST
CK

ENVIRONMENTAL, NC.

THE DALTON FOUNDRIES, INC.
WARSAW, INDIANA

)
[
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NOTICE OF INSPECTION INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
Siate Form 50890 (R3/ 11-05) 100 N. Senate Avenue

: Indianapalis, 1N 46204-2251
Telephone: (800) 451-6027 or (317) 232-8603

This is to notify you that on \LM.L ” ﬂm an mspectlon of &

was conducted &th@indigﬁ}ed representatwe of th
of Environmental Management (IDEM), Office of

pe ectl nima 'ncwem re than one):
[ﬁ qé : {ﬁ% S ['] Complaint

[ Multi-Media Screening Evaluation
[J Other

Indiana Department

Prellmmary Inspection/Screening Findings:

These findings are considered preliminary and identify specific compliance issues discovered during the above noted
inspection that the designated agent of IDEM believes may be a violation of a statute(s), rule{s) or permit{s) issued by
IDEM.

Single Medla Inspection:
[} No violations were discovered with respect to the partlcular items observed during the inspection.
[] Violations were discovered but corrected during the inspection.

[ Viotations were discovered and require a submittal from you and/or follow-up inspection by IDEM.
Violations were discovered and may subject you to an appropriate enforcement response.
Additional information/review is required to evaluate overall compliance.

[] Other / Comments (attachment may be included)

Multi-Media Screening (Please note that a multi-media screening is not a comprehensive evaluation of the
compliance status of the facility):

] Multi-media screening not conducted.

] No violations were discavered with respect to the limited multi-media screening conducted by IDEM.

[] Potential viotations were discovered but corrected during the inspection.

P Potential violations were discovered and may be further investigated.

Pollution Prevention: '

Pollution prevention is the preferred means of environmental protaction in Indiana. The goal of pollution prevention

is to promote changes in business and commercial operation, especially manufacturing processes, so that indiana
businesses increase productivity, generate less environmental wastes, reduce their reguiatory responsibilities .and
become more profitable. Your participation in Indiana's pollution prevention program is entirely voiuntary. if you have any
poliution prevention questions, you may contact our Office of Pollution Prevention and Technical Assistance (OPPTA) at
(317) 232-8172 or (800} 288-7901, or visit OPPTA's Web site at www.idem.IN.govioppta/p2/. Would your company like
to be contacted by IDEM’s Office of Poliution Prevention and Technical Assistance? [] Yes [] No

Compliance Assistance:

in addition to the compliance assistance offered by IDEM's individual programs IDEM s Compliance and Technical
Assistance Program (CTAP) offers free, confidential compliance assistance to regulated entities, including smail
husinesses and municipalities, throughout Indiana. In the future, if you would like 1o request freg, confidential compliance -
assistance, call (317) 232-8172 or {800) 988-7301, or visit CTAP's Web site at www.idem.iN.gov/ctap.

N AEAEA RGN d NS AR E AR ER ARG A GS N ES3RERNERE I AYOS ARSI CENCO AFODNNREENIRSONEARRTREGIBRFAADTARNEGEGR

A summary of viclations and concerns noted during the inspection was verbally communicated to the undersigned
representative during the inspection. The facility should correct any violations noted as soon as p0531ble Violations
identified and corrected during the inspection may still be cited as viclations.

A written inspection surmmary will be provided within 45 days. In accordance with IC 13-14-5-4, matters not evident to
IDEM at the time of the inspection might not be includegd in either the verbal or writien inspection summary.

IDEM Representative: 4
 Printed Name NI E iature{ Phope Number Date [Bm%m
A} L In; -
] GTL(. Be L 67“{ 2SYBIL 6! 7-900% o 1144 p.
Owner/Agent Re;gresentative: : - '
Printed Name ! Vi S'Lg}'tatyfe// i Titlg, Phone Number -Date
Mehe! St/ THAACLNE (BHZS 57572 1909 /1 7/08

I

DISTRIBUTION: White — IDEM Public File, Canary — Office of Pollution Prevention and Technical Assistance [if OPPTA assistance is requested] or IDEM
Representative {i.e., inspector) [if OPPTA assistance is not requested); Pink — QwnerfAgent Representative




NOTICE OF INSPECTION INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
State Form 50890 (R3/ 11-05) 100 N. Senate Avenue
! Indianapolis, IN 46204-2251
& A Telephone: {800) 451-6027 or (317) 232-8603
aieé

This is to notify you that on W&ﬁi’l [% M an inspection of r)&z”@ﬂ FOUH&E"\J

was condycte fy e unLragned representative of Ehe Indiana Department
of Envirenmental Management (IDEM}, Office of LLw'i g

Type of In pectlo jy ingly more{glan one):
5 [} Complaint

1 Multi-Media Screening Evaluation
L ] Other

Preliminary Inspection/Screening Findings:

These findings are considered preliminary and identify specific compliance issues discovered during the ahove-noted
inspection that the designated agent of IDEM believes may be a violation of a statute(s), rule(s) or permit(s) issued by
IDEM.

Single Media Inspection:
i_] No violations were discovered with respect to the particular items observed during the inspection.
Violations were discovered but corrected during the inspection.
Violations were discovered and require a submittal from you andfor follow-up inspection by IDEM,
[ 1 Violations were discovered and may subject you to an appropriate enforcement response.
[] Additional information/review is required to evaluate overall compliance.
[L] Other / Comments {attachment may be included)

Multi-Media Screening (Please hote that a multi-media screening is not a comprehensive evaluation of the
compliance status of the faciiity): -

E. Multi-media screening not conducted.

[] No violations were discovered with respect to the limited muiti-media screening conducted by IDEM.
[ ] Potential violations were discovered but corrected during the inspaction.

[] Potential violations were discovered and may be further investigated.

Follution Prevention:

Poliution prevention is the preferred means of environmental protection in Indiana. The goal of pollution prevention

is to promote changes in business and commercial aperation, especially manufacturing processes, so that Indiana
businesses increase productivity, generale less environmental wasies, reduce their regulatary responsibilities and
become more profitable. Your participation in Indiana’s pollution prevention program is entirely voluntary. If you have any
polfution prevention questions, you may contact our Office of Pollution Prevention and Technical Assistance (OPPTA) at
(317) 232-8172 or {800) 988-7901, or visit OPPTA’s Web site at www.idem.IN.govioppta/p2/. Would your company like
to be contacted by IDEM's Office of Pollution Prevention and Technical Assistance? [} Yes [[] No

Compliance Assistance:

In addition to the compliance assistance offered by IDEM's individual programs, IDEM's Compliance and Technical
Assistance Program (CTAP} offers free, confidential compliance assistance to regulated entities, including small
businesses and municipalities, throughout Indiana. In the future, if you weuld like to request free, confidential compliance
assistance, call (317) 232-8172 or (800) 988-7901, or visit CTAP's Web site at www.idem.IN.gov/ctap.

A summary of viclations and concerns noted during the inspection was verbally communicated to the undersigned

representative during the inspection. The facility should correct any violations noted as soon as possible. Viclations
identifited and corrected during the inspection may still be cited as violations.

A written inspection summary will be provided within 45 days. In accordance with 1C 13-14-5-4, matters not evident to
IDEM at the time of the inspection might not be included in either the verbal or written inspection summary.

IDEM Representative: |/ .
4 Printed Name 1 /| Sighatudé Phone Number Date Time

MadeEds T UL ) Flsunls o5

OwnerfAgent Representatlve A
Printed Name // Slahaigde / Titlp Phone Number Date

Michoo! Sctat! Tl e WA A (Eftiariag” 750015043/ 5I0S

i

DISTRIBUTION:  White — IDEM Public Fiig; Canary — Office of Pollutien Prevention and Technical Assistance [if OPPTA assistance is requested] or IDEM
Representative (i.e,, inspecior} [if OPFTA assistance is not requested]; Pink -~ Owner/Agent Representative
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INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
HAZARDOUS WASTE LANDFILL INSPECTION REPORT

S Please Print

a ol o EH 0 |Facility Name: m DA LTor FounvPk 7

a CDl o Location: \Q‘ ag E fg%'gﬂ S’d

City: /AR sAW unty: é[: 65’2 o
wishes to be contacted by OPPTA
No Q [nspectors Name: SAD AS éﬂ'df J

Ileoe O jcecO \NR D'U[ a Facility EPA L.D. Number Inspector Time - AM Date
asied  vES 0 N0 |1 |N|o]o|5|) |4 £|o|>|2 SlAll k-17le V@‘I 3|ei3

A. GENERAL INFORMATION

Type and size of Operation -

THERE ARE FTHREE SerRFACE jmraw/pméﬂTS(PaMﬁS) Avp S/x siend e

DRY VG AREAS - AT THE PALTON FotwDARIES INC. .  DALTON mw%r

BwrlS AND pPERATES A GRAY JRoN FEounwdRY THAT MArMUVEACTURES
CASTINGS  FEoR THE ApTomoTIveE AnD  APPLIANECE W pny ST KILES .
BerweEeEY 1243 AP 144 £, DArTen UPLRADED LTS WASTEVATE R
SREATNENT SYSTEM, EL)MINATING 7HE wEcn For THE
THREE. WASTEATER LorDS Anl) Six SLUPGE LRYy[V & AREAR .

Hazardous Waste Strcams

! Generation
EPA #/ Description Source/Process Rate Disposition
c A D;“‘H v il ow’ﬂﬁ’)’ SN
LEAD
pARILUM




H

| dditionat Comments ' —_
1 .

-~ 1
|

i SUBPART B. GENERAL FACILITY STANDARDS
2647265.14 Security v
164126515 Gencral inspection requirements v
@40&5.16(@ Personncl Trainiog (Program Adcquacy) v

N 2641265.16()¢ | Personnel received training within six (6) months e e
2647265.16(¢) Persoanel received anaual review v 5
264/265.16(d) Training Documenis: jab titles, job description, type of training, training records v
2641265.17

C. PREPAREDNESS AND PREVENTION

1 (26234726531 Maintenance & Facility Operatioa(must be maintained & operated to minimize possibility of release)

4 126234726532 Required Equipment {2 [ntemna! al anm/comenunication system b. Externalficlephene communication ¢, Fire

extingishers and spill conuol equipiment d. water/loam)

§ 126234726533 Testing & Maintenance of Equigment

W6 {262.347265.34 | Communication & Alann Access

<&l O

8 26234726537 Lacat Agthority Arrangements (police, (e, hospital}

e af




. CONTINGENCY PLAN & EMERGENCY PROCEDURES

MPA M) ok pf
26234 1265.51 Contingency Pian for Facility a v
234126552 Contingency Plan Content (SPCC plar, local aangements. emergency coordinator, cquipment sl evacuation o
plan, cic.)
262.341265.33 Contingency Pian Available (en-site, Local distribution) v
16234726534 Comingency Amendments {when reguiations change, if plan {ails, when facility makes changes) v
262,341265.55 Emergency Coordinator avadable 7

262.341265.56 A Emergency Procedures fellowed

ndiana Hazardous Waste Rules. 329 1AC 1.1, incorporates by refercnce federal standards which have been published in the Code of Federal Regulaticns as 40 CFR 260
" gh 40 CFR 270, Citations reference the federal rules as incorporated, except where the State rule substitute full text language, in which case the specific 329 1AC 3.1 citatio

e used.

ATTACH FACILITY MAP




ments:

Subpart N: Landfills

- 265.301 Desiga and Operating Requirements - NA.-| NEs | oOK: | DF
265.301 (a} Landfill units construcied afier Jan. 29, 1992, must have double liners and leachate colicction and
: - “t removal systenr \/
va
(b) Must notify [DEM sixty days prior to feceiving waste in 2 new uait
(<) Exemptions from {a) ‘/:
{d) Monofifls — J
() 1f liner leaks, replacement may be required /
Q] Must have and maintain a proper run-on control system \//
(g} Must have and maintain a proper run-off controf system ' /
{h) Run-off and run-on collection and holding facilities must be emptied or managed expeditiously after J
stonms ta maintain capacity of system
(i) Wind dispersal of hazardous waste must be managed (daily cover) v
265302 Action Leakage Rites::
y |265.302 (&) Landfill must submit proposed action leakage rate; rate must be established v
1 ) Requirements for setion leakage rate (fluid head on liner must not exceed 1 {oot) ‘/
2 (©) To determine if action leakage rate has been exceeded, landfill must convert weekly or monthly flow 4
rate ta average daily flow rate for cach sump
265,303 Rcspdns;: Actions. .
3 1265.303 () Landfill must submit response action plan which describes actions if action leakage rate is exceeded
4 (b} if action [cakage rate is exceaded, fandfill must: natify IDEM, submit assessment, determine lcak
§ parameters, determine actions, submit repont
5 © To determine appropriate actions, facility must assess source of liquids
265.304 Monitoring nndlnspccuochqulrcmcms o
6 1265.304 (a) Land(fills required to have a {eak detection system must record amouat of liquid weckly while active
7 ) After final cover is installed, landfills must record liguid levels as requited {monthly, quarterly, or Y
semi-annual)
8 (c) Landfill must establish “pump operating tevel” J
265.309 Surveying ar{d.i{cé:ordkccpmg
19 1265.309 (3) The landfill must maintain. on a map, the exact [ocation and dimensions, including depth, of cach Y,
cell with respect (o permanently surveyed benchmarks
0 (by The kandfill must maintaia, in the opcrating record, the contents of cach cell and approximate \/
location of cach typc af harardgus waste within cach cell




265310 Closure and post=closurc care

65.310(2)(1)

The ownerfoperator must cover the landiifl/ecil with a final caver. The caver must ne designed and
constructed 10:

(a)(‘.l) Minimize migration of liquids through the closed l:_mdﬁll

(2)(3) { Function with minimum maintenance

(2}(4) | Accommodate sentling and subsidence so cover's integrity is maintained

{a}(3) | Have permeability less than or equal (o bottom liner or subsoils
265310 (b)

The owner/operator must comply with all post closure requirements in 275,117 through 265.120.

_The owner/operator must

(6)(1} | Maintain integrity and cffectiveness of the {inal cover, including making repairs to the cover as
necessacy te correet seitling, subsidence, erosion, ete.
(bX2) } Maintain and monitor leak dcicctionr system
(5)(3) | Mainuin and manitor groundwater monitaring system
(bX4) | Prevent mun-on and run-off from erodiag ot damaéing the cover
(bX5} | Protect and maintain surveyed benchmarks
"""" 265.312 Special mqmrcmc.ms : gnitible orrcamwcwastcs
265.312(a) fgnitible or reactive wastes must not be placed in a landfill unless requirements of 40CFR 268 are
met
(@) Certain ignili'blc wasles in containers may be disposed in centain conditions
IR ' £965.313"Special
t 1265.313 Incorapatible waste must not be placed in the same landfill cell
1265314 Special requiremien .
s 1265.314 (a) Pre-1985 disposai ' Y,
& )] Bulk or non-containerized hazardous waste with {ree ilit:luids arc pmhibitcd {rom digposal aller 1985 v
7 (<) Conuainers with free liquids arc prohibited v
R RGO TGS Additional resuictions on liquids (tcf;t methods, sorbents, non-hazardous liquid) v
B 265315 " Speciai s '
39 [265.315 (a) Containers must be 90 percent {ult when placed in the landfill; or
40 (b) - crushed, shredded, or similarly reduced in velume
5 +.+265.316 Disposal of small containers of fuizardous waste in.overpack drums {1ab packs)
41 {265.316 (a) Hazardous waste must be packaged in non-lcaking inside containers v
A2 (b) Inside containers must be overpacked in DOT-approved drum with sufficient amount of socbents e
Al () Sorbent material must be appropriate /
_44 {d) Incompatihle wastes must not be placed in same container v
143 (c) Reactive wasic must be treated or rendered non-reactive Vi
4 (f) Disposal must be in compliance with 40 CFR 268 v/




Ind‘ Department of Environmental Ma‘ement
VERIFICATION OF INSPECTION

This is to verify that on | tﬂ'-?-[’ai _an inspection of %ﬂ DALTp 7 EopnDis) was conducted by
the undersigned representative of the Indiana Department of Environmental Management, Office of é e pA Quality.

Type of Inspection (may include more than one):

— Complaint
Multi-Media Screening Evaluation

{% Other Q@ ¢empc & P/ MEATS ((,,,DU
Preliminary Inspection/Screening Findings

*These findings are considered preliminary and include specific matters discovered during the inspection that the designated agent of the
department believes may be a violation of law or a permit issued by the department.

Single Media Inspection:
No violations were discovered with respect to the particular items observed durm g the inspection.

- " Potential violations were discovered but corrected during the inspection.
Potential violations were discovered and require a submittal and/or follow-up inspection.
Potential violations were discovered and may be referred te our Office of Enforcement.
Additional information/review is required to evaluate overall compliance.

Other/Comments (attachment may be included)

Multi-Media Screening (please note that a multi-media screening is not a comprehensive evaluation of the compliance status of the

facility):
Multi-Media Screening not conducted.
Potential problems or potential violations were discovered but corrected during the inspection.
Potential problems or potential violations were discovered and will be referred to the Office(s) of
for further investigation and response.

Pollution Prevention:
Pollution prevention is the preferred means of environmental protection in Indiana. The goal of pollution prevention is to promote changes

in business and commercial operation, especially manufacturing processes, so that less environmental wastes are generated. Your
participation in Indiana’s pollution prevention program is entirely voluntary. Would your company like to be contacted by IDEM’s Office
of Pollution Prevention and Technical Assistance? Yes No

If you have any pollution prevention questions, you may contact our Office of Pollution Prevention and Technical Assistance at 317/233-
5627 or 1-800/988-7901 or visit their Web site at http://www.IN.gov/idem/oppta/p2/.

A summary of violations and concerns noted during the inspection were verbally communicated to the undersigned representative during the
inspection. The facility should correct any deficiencies noted as soon as possible. Corrections made and verified during the inspection may

still be cited as violations.

Written report provided at the conclusion of the inspection.

% Written inspection summary will be provided within 45 days.

IDEM Representative:
Printed Name

SAHID ASGAR) u@g«../( Ofﬁ”f/‘ﬂq'

3721437 [1-23-03

/ 7
State Form 50890 (4-02) é/é/
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INDIANA TMENT OF ENVInJONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
We make Indiana a cleaner, healthier place to live ‘ /ﬁ /
Fremk O'Bannon - - -. 100 Nerth Senaote Avenue
Governor P.O. Box 6015
Indionapolis, Indiana 46206-6015

Lovi F. Kaplan {317)232-B403

(B00) 451-6027

Commissioner www state in.us/fidem

VIA CERTIFIED MAIl, 7000 0520 0023 5041 4498 November 28, 2001

Mr. Boyd A. Wear, Director
Dalton Foundry

Warsaw Manufacturing Facility
Plant Engineering

P.O. Box 1388

Warsaw, Indiana 46581-1388

Dear Mr. Wear:

Re:  Inspection Results
Industrial Waste Management
Compliance Evaluation
Dalton Foundry
EPA LD. No. IND005146022
Warsaw, Kosciusko County

Representatives of the Department of Environmental Management (Department) are
conducting inspections of facilities in Indiana that are engaged in the generation, transportation,
treatment, storage, or disposal of industrial waste. Facilities are being inspected to determine
compliance with, but not limited to, "Environmental Management Act", IC 13, “Indiana

* Administrative Code"; 329 IAC 3.1, "Hazardous Waste Management Permit Program and Related
Hazardous Waste Management Requirements"; 329 IAC3.1, "Solid Waste Land Disposal Facilities";
329 TAC 10, 11 and 12, "Used Oil Management"; 329 IAC 13, and rules promulgated pursuant to
those statutes. These inspections and record reviews are also being conducted pursuant to the
requirements of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), Public Law 94-580, as
amended, for authorized state hazardous waste management programs.

This 1s to inform you that on October 24, 2001, T conducted an inspection of Dalton Foundry,
Inc., located at Warsaw, Indiana. You represented your firm. For your information, a summary of
the inspection report is provided below:

Type of Inspection: __  Complete Industrial Waste Inspection
' Limited Industrial Waste Inspection
Complaint

Other:

b

. N )
Reaveted Paper @' An Equﬂl Oppoﬁunlly E:Ellpl(‘:yl:r Pleasr Reeyele B2



Dalton Foundry, Inc.
Inspection Results
Page 2

Results of Inspection: __

Additional information is required to evaluate overall compliance.
You will receive a completed report within 30 days.

In compliance, no violations observed.

In compliance, violations were observed but were corrected during
the inspection. See inspection report.

Violations were observed and require a follow-up inspection. See
inspection report. Re-inspection will be conducted after

Violations were observed and require a submittal. See

inspection report. Submittal is due
Violations were observed and are being referred to our Ofﬁce
of Enforcement. See inspection report. -

Please direct any response to this letter and any questions to me at (317)308-3163.

Enclosure

Sincerely,

/géw/{ Otegporn

Said Asgari

Environmental Engineer
Technical Compliance Section

Compliance and Response Branch
Office of Land Quality

cc.  Kosciusko County Health Department



Joseph E. Kernan =

Governor

Lori F. Kaplan
Commissioner

Recycled Paper E‘L

We make Indiana a cleaner, healthier place to live.

INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MAN@ NT

100 North Senate Avenue
P.O. Box 6015
Indianapolis, Indiana 46206-6015
(317) 232-8603

" (800) 451-6027
www.IN.gov/idem

VIA CERTIFIED MAIL 7000 0520 0023 5042 6637 November 12, 2003

Mr. Boyd A. Wear, Director
Dalton Foundries, Inc.

P.O. Box 1388

1900 East Jefferson Street
Warsaw, Indiana 46581-1388

Re:  Inspection Summary Letter

Dear Mr. Wear:

2 ative of the Indiana Department of

| nd Quality, conducted an inspection of Dalton
' ; Im, 1900 East Ieﬂ*‘ewm Street, Warsaw, Indiana)’ This inspection was
conducted pursuant to IC 13-14-2-2. For your information, and in accordance with IC
13-14-5, a summary of the inspéction is provided below:

Type of Inspection: __ Complete Industrial Waste Inspection
‘ Limited Industrial Waste Inspection
_ Complaint
_X_ Other _ Surface Impoundments

X

Results of Inspection: No violations were observed

Violations were observed but corrected during the
inspection. See inspection report.
Violations were observed. See inspection report.
Additional information/review is required to

- evaluate overall compliance.
Violations were observed and will be referred to the
Office of Enforcement. See inspection report.

An Equal Opportunity Employer Please Recycle



Dalton Foundries, Inc.
Inspection Results
Page 2 e

~ Please direct any response to this letter and any questions to me at (317) 308-3163.

Sincesely,

awf/( C}(ﬂ—?‘ﬂ"l/"

Said Asgari

Environmental Engineer

Industrial Waste Compliance Section

Compliance and Response Branch

Enclosure

cc:  Kosciusko County Health Department
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Daltan Corporation
| _ kcﬁc,{usko(
CERTIFIED MAIL NO. 7001 1940 0000 6585 9692 3 " |
R.E CEI \¥s oy

.

Mr. John Hale

Permits Branch m g anis
Office of Land Quality 8 203
Indiana Department of Envirgnmental Management DEPART M

Thag
1I0 N, Benate Avenue, N1154 ENEEDN MENT.AL Ln?;r-,n:im -
P.O. EQK ﬁ[ﬂs FICE OF.L N WaiER IMT

i i AND Q‘L"HLH'?:-
Indianapolis, IN 46206-6015

RE: PFlan for Repair of Monitorving Well MW-6 and
Replacement and Abandonment of Monitering Well MW-11
Dalton Corporation, State Road 25 Monofill Site, Warsave, Indiana/Permit FP 43-06

Dear Mr. Hale:

Transmitted herewith, on behalf of the Dalten Corporaticn, Warsaw Manufacturing Facility, of Warsaw, Indiana,
are two (2) unbound copies of the plan for the repair of groundwater monitoring well MW-6 and the abandonment
and replacement of groundwater monitoring well MW-12 at the Dalton Corporation, State Road monofill site
{Solid Waste Facility Permmit FP# 43.06), located southwest of Warsaw, Indiana. Thos plan was prepared by EIS
Environmental Engineers, Inc. (EI8) of South Bend, indiana, on behalf of the Dalton Corporation.

[ am & duly authonzed representative of the Dalton Corporation (the permitiee) and, as required by the facility
permit condition B4 and 329 TAC 10-11-3(b), I make the following certification regarding the subject plan:

| certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or
supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified persormel properly pather and cvaluale
the information submitted. Based on ty inquiry of the persons who managed the system, or those persons
directly responsible for gathering the information, the information submitted is, 1o the best of my knowledge, true,
accurale, and complete. I am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information, including
the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing vielations. I further certify that [ am authorized to submit
this information.

Please feel free to call me at (574) 372-1804 if there are any questions regarding the subject plan.
Bincerely,

DALTON CORPORATION
A Ofl M
Michasl Schall
Environmental Manager
Wamaw Manufacturing Pacility
PO, Box 1388

Warsaw, IN 465811368
(2149) 267-8111



July 21, 2003

Wir. Michael Schall

Manager of Envitonmental Engineering
Dalton Corporaticn

1200 East Jefferson

PO Box 1388

Warsaw, IN 46581-1388

RE:  Plan for Repair of Monitoring Well MW-b and
Replacement and Abandenment of Monitoring Well MW-12
Dalten Corporation, State Road 25 Monofill Site, Warsaw, Indiana / Permit FI* 3-06

Dear Wr. Schall:

Transmitted herewith is the plan for the repair of groundwater monitoring well MW-6 and the
abandonment and replacement of groundwater menitoring well MW-12 at the Dalton Corporation,
State Road 25 monofill site {the Site) located in Warsaw, Indiana (Solid Waste Facility Permit
FP# 43-08). This plan was prepared by Environmental Engineers, Inc., {EIS), on behalf of the
Dalton Corporation, for submittal to the Indiana Department of Environmental Management {TDEM).

Possible problemns with wells MW-6 and MW-12 were first suggested by unusual static water levels
(SWLs) cbserved during the May 2003 sampling event at the Site {i.e. the SWL in well MW-6 was
unusvally low [dry], and the SWL in well MW-12 was unusually high. The unusual 5WLs were
noted in the groundwater monitoring report for the May 2003 sampling event (report dated
July 2, 2003} prepared by EIS and submitted by the Dialton Corporation to the IDEM. The condition
of wells MW-6 and MW-12 were inspected by EIS on July 10, 2003, Tt was then discovered that
sediment in the lower part of well MW-& prevented the detecton of the SWL if the 5WL was
below the fop level of the sedimenit in the well. It also was discovered that well MW-12 had a
subsurface berud and a likely subsurface break in the well casing that prevented the use of sampling
equipmertt for the collection of samples. Additienal details regarding the condition of the wells are
provided below,

On July 16, 2003, EIS, on behalf of Dalton Corporation, notified Ms., Kim Veddar, the IDEM
Project Manager for the Site, of the results of the July 10, 2003, well inspection and the discovery that
the well conditions were such that the wells were not functoning as intended. EIS conferred with the
IBEM Project Manager to develop the fallowing plan of action to remedy the problems with the
condition of wells MW-6 and AMW-12:

EIS ENVIRDONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC. » 1701 North lronwaod Dova « South Band, Indians 46635 » (574) 277-5715
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WELL MW-6:

Information Regarding Well MW-6:

Monitoring well MW-6 was installed in 1986 along the west side of Site. A map showing the
location of well MW-6 is provided in Attachment C. The Subsurface Exploration Log {i.e. boring
log} and the Monitering Well Design Flan for Well MW-6 are provided in Attachment B.
Monitoring well MW-& was constructed with a 2-inch diameter, PVC casing and a 10-foot long,
Mo, 10 slot, 2-inch diameter well screen. The screened interval of well MW was sot 50 as o
monitor the deep, laterally continuous aquifer at the Site. Well MW-6 is not used for the coilection
of groundwater samples. However, the facility permit {permit renewal dated February 11, 2002)
designates well B{W-56 as one of several piezometers for the collection of SWL data al the Site.
The SWL daia from well MW-6 and from other wells at the Site screened in the deep aquifer are
used to contour the potentiometric surface of the groundwater and o show the groundwater flow
directions on maps. Attachment A provides groundwater flow maps using data from the
February 2003 sampling event showing the groundwater flow directions indicated with and
without SWL data from well MW-6. As is indicated in the maps, the use of SWL datz from well
MW shows the groundwater flow direction to be about 15° mare to the west than is indicated
when SWL data from well MW-6 is not used. Therefore, although it helps to better define the
groundwater flow directions, the use of SWL daka from well MW-6 does nct substantally change
the overall northwest groundwater flow directions indicated for the west part of the Sito,

According to the 1986 boring log, the base of well MW-6 was sat at 86.35 feet below grade, the
top-of-casing {TOC} was about 1.95 feet above grade, the surface elevation was 890.13 feet
(N.GV.D) andd the TCC elevation was 892.08 feet (NGV.D). Given the imitial grade elevation
recorded in 1986, the base of the well was at set at an elevation of about 803.78 feet (N.G.V.D).
However, given a more recent {February 19, 1998 survey} TOC elevation of 888,27 feet (NG V.D}
and assuming that the height of the TOC has not been altersd, the base of well MW-6 is calculated
at an elevation of about 799,97 feet (NG V.D). It is not known why the 1986 TOC elevaton and
the 1998 elevation vary by 381 feet. However, it is noted that the current 0.8-foot height of the
TOC above grade is less than the initial 1986 height of the TOC above grade of 1.95-foot.
This suggests that the grade and/or the height of the TOC have changed since the installation of
the well in 1986, It is known that the protective cover to well MW-6 was damaged sometime
several years ago (prior to the 1998 survey). The damage was evidently caused by heavy
equipment {e.g. earthmoving, mowing or farm equipment) hiting the protective cover and
shearing off the upper part of the protective cover and the locked lid. The well was later secured
with a locked, expandable well cap. [t is not known whether or not the damage to the protective
cover also caused damage to the well casing and TOC. There are no known records indicating
exactly when the well was hit, the extent of the damage or if and how the well may have been
repaired. Nevertheless, the available data indicate that the base of well MW-6 should be at an
elevation of about 799.97 feet o 803.78 feet (N.G.V.D}. However, on July 10, 2003, the depth of
well MW-6 was measured st 65.0 feet below grade, which corresponds to an elevation of
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823.27 feet (NGV.D). This indicates that the base of the well is abont 19.5 feet to 23.3 feet
shallower than expected. Particles on the probe tp used o measure the depth on July 10, 2003,
suggest that fine sand and/ or silt is at the base of the well. This indicates that sediment has fillod
the lower quarter of well MW-6. It is not known why sediment is in well MW-6, Howaever, it may
be related to possible damage caused when the protective cover was hit by heavy equipment.

The SWL checks conducted at the Site during the May 2003 monitoring event indicated that wetll
MW-6 was dry. The SWL checks conducted at well MW-6 during July 2003 detected waler at
6485 feet, indicating a water interval in the well of oniy 0.15 feet. The SWL depth measured at
well MW-¢ in July 263 was typical of bistoricaily detected 5WLs at that well and the
corresponding SWIL elevaton of 823.42 fest was within the typical range for the deep aquifer.
This suggests that water from the sereened interval had flowed through and past the sediment in
the well and that well MW-6 was still functioning as a piezometer, However, the limited amount
of water in the well indicted that even a slight drop in the water level would render the well
apparently dry and would prevent the use of the well as a piezometer.

Plan te Repair {fand Abandon if needed) Well MW-5:

As is noted above, an interval of sediment in the lower part of well MW-6 prevents the use of the
well a5 a piezometer when the SWL falls below the top of the sediment in the well. Removal of
the sediment from well MW-6 will be needed o repair the well Informaton from the
July 10, 2003, well inspection indicates that the sediment is likely fine-grained material. Therefors, |
it should be possible to use water to flush the sediment cut of the well. Clean, potable water will
be pumped urder pressure to the bottom of the well via a tremie pipe. The sediment will become
suspended in the water and will flow with the water out the top of the well. If possible, all of the
sediment will be removed from the well. However, it is noted that even the remaoval of some
sediment from the well will allow the well to be used as a piezometer during normal fluctuatdens
of the SWL in the deep aquifer. Therefore, the repair of well MW-5 will be considered successful
if one (1) foot or more of the sediment is remeoved. The SWL and the depth to the sediment or
bottom of the well will be checked and recorded before and after the repair of the well. After
flushing the well, the water in the well will be purged a minimum of three well volumes in order
to remove the water nsed to flush the well. A report documenting the repair of well MW-6 will be
prepared for submittal by the Dalton Corporation to the IDEM.

Itis expected that the repair of the well by flushing the sediment out of the well will be successiul,
However, in the event that the repair is not successful, well MW-6 will be abandoned,
If the repair is unsuccessful and abandonment is needed, the well will be abandoned in
accordance with applicable Indiana rules and regulations (i.e. 312 IAC13}. A leensed well driller
will conduct the abandonment activittes, An EIS geologist will be present at the Site to direct and
document the abandonment activities. The sediment in the lower part of the well will
Likely prevent direct placement of grout in the lower part of the well casing and well screen.
Therefore, over drilling the well to the iratial well depth will be conducted as part of the
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abandonment procedure for well MW-6. The abandohment procedures will include over drilling
the well with a hollow-stem auger to the estimated initial well depth (i.e. 86.35 feet), removal as
much as possible of the well casing and screen but at least the upper two feet (minimum] of well
casing, grouting the entire length of the boring with bentonite, placement of a cement surface
plug, and covering with clay material at the ground surface. The required well abandonment
forms will be prepared and submitted to the Indiana Department of Natural Resources (IDNR),

Division of Water, A report documenting the well abandonment will be prepared for submittal
by the Dalton Corporation to the IDEM.

As noted above, well MW-6 is only used as a piezometer for the collecton of 5WL data.
As shown in the groundwater flow maps provided in Attachment A, not using SWL data from
well MW-6 will result in apparent change in the growndwater flow direction of about 15°
However, the overail northwest flow divection for that part of the Site still will be indicated and

- the evaluation of the adequacy of the monitoring system relative to flow directions stll will be
possible using the SWL data from other remaining wells at the Site. Therefore, replacement of
well MW-6 should not be needed and is pot planned. In the event that the abandonment of well
MW-6 is necessary, it is requested that the IDEM remove well MW-6 from the permit lisi of
desipnated piezometers for the Site.

WELL MW-12:

Information Regarding Well MW-12:

Monitoring well MW-12 was instalied in 1980 in a weiland area along the north side of the 5ite.
A map showing the location of well MW.12 is provided in Attachment C.
The Subsurface Exploration Log (Le. boring log) and the Monitoring ¥Well Design Diagram
for well MW-12 are provided in Atlachment B, Moenitoring well MW-12 was constructed with a
2-inch diameter, PVYC casing and a 53-fcot long, No. 10 slot, Z-inch diemeter well screen.
The screened interval of well MW-12 was set 50 as to monitor the deep, laterally continucus
aquifer at the Site. Well MW-12 is used for the collection of semi-annual groundwater samples
and SWL data in accordance with the facility permit {permit renewal dated February 11, 2002).
Well MW-12 serves to monitering the deep aquifer along the north part of the Site. SWL data
from well MW-12 is used to determine the groundwater flow directions for the deep aquifer at the
Site. The use of SWL data from well MW-12 is critical to show that groundwater flow in the deep
aquifer evidently curves to the west in the north part of the Site.

- Difficuities were encountered in sampling well MW-12 during the February 2003 semi-annual
monitoring event. The difficulties were evidently caused by a subsurface bend in the well that
prevented the use of a sindard size bailer for purging and sampling. However, at that imas, the
bend was not substantal enough to prevent the use of a thinner diameter bailer, and the well was
successfully purged and sampled. The collection of groundwater samples was net required and
was not conducted during the subsequent May 2003 quarterly monitoring event; however, the
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SWL at wall MW-12 was checked. It was then noted that the SWL in well MW-12 was unusually
high. SWL depths in well MW-12 typically have been about 30 feet below grade; however, the
SWL depth in May 2003 was found to be only about 1.3 feet below grade. The unusially high
SWL depth in May 2003 sugpested a possible preblem with the well, as was noted in the report for
the May 2003 mornitoring event. On July 10, 2003, EIS inspected the condition of well MW-12, and
“an urmsually high SWL {about 5.4 feet below grade} was confirmed. The depth of the well was
measured at about 59.1 feet below grade. [t was found that a standard size bailer (1.6-inch
diameter) could not pass beyond an obstruction {apparently a bend in the well casing} at about
11 feet below prade. About 0.5 gallons of water were purped with the standard size bailer, and
the SWL was again checked. The SWL was then found o be at about 2.9 feet below grade and
rising very slowly (about 0.G1 foot/5 minutes). An attempt was then made to further purge the
well with a thinner diameter {(.88-inch diameter) bailer. The thinner bailer was able to pass the
chstructon at 11 feet below grade and was lowered to the bottom of the well, However, upon
retrieval, the bailer encountered a sharp pbstacle that it could not pass at about 275 feet below
grade. It is assumed that the sharp obstacle at 21.5 feet below grade is likely a separation in well
casing sections. In that the bailer could not be removed from the well, the bailer and the attached
rope were left in the well, the well was capped and the protective cover was closed and lecked.

It is noted that well MW-12 had been damaged and repaired in the past as a result of problems
with the well casing bending to the point of structural failure. During the MNovember 1999
sampling event, well MW-12 was found to be damaged and couid not be sampled. The well
casing had been compressed and bent below grade, evidently as the result of differential
settlement of surficial soil fill placed over subsurface peat deposits. In February 2000, well MW-12
was repaired by removing and replacing the bent part of the weil. Details regarding the 2000
repair ware provided in a report previously provided to the IDEM. Sampling of well MW-12
resumed during the February 2000 sampling event and continued though the last sampling event
for well MW-12 conducted during February 2003, As indicated above, a subsurface bend in the
casing again was noted that caused difficulty in sampling well MW-12 during the February 2083
event. [t is likely that the same factors that caused the casing to fail in 1999 caused the casing to
fail again in 2003. Itwas noted that the wetland surrounding well MW-12 was flooded at the time

- of the May and July 2003 checks, and this combined with a possible structural failure of the well
casing may explain the reported high water in well MW-12. It was concluded that the condition
of well BIW-12 renders it unfit for its intended functon and that it needs to be repaired or
replaced. However, another repair of well MW-12 is not recommended because the same factors
that cansed well MW-12 fo fail in 1999 and 2003 likely will cause the well to fail again in the
futare. The primary factor for the failure of well MW-12 evidently is its location aver a thick
interval of unstable peat. The aerial distibution of the peat deposit at the Site is believed to be the
same a5 the wetland area. Therefore, it is recommended that well MW-12 be abandoned and that
a replacement well be installed in the generai vicinity of well MW-12 but not in the wetland.
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Plan to Abanden and Replace Well MW-12:

Well MW-12 will be abandoned in accordance with applicable Indiana rules and
regulatdons {i.e. 312 1AC 13} A licensed well driller will conduct the abandornment activities.
An EIS geologist will be present at the Site to direct and document the abandonment activities.
The rope and the bailer currently m the weil will he removed, if possible, prior to the
well abandonment. The abandormment procadures will include grouting the entire length of the
well casing and well screen with bentonite, removal of the upper two feet {minimum) of well
caging, placemant of a cement surface plug, and covering with clay material at the ground snrface.
The required wel] abandonment forms wili be prepared and submitted to the IDNE,

Division of Water. A report documenting the well abandorrnent will be prepared for submitial
by the Dalton Corporation to the IDEM.

The proposed locaton for the replacement for well MW-12 is shown in the map in Attachment C.
This location is in the general vicinity of wall MW-12 and will provide a monitoring point for the
north part of the Site. This location also is not in the wetland based on observations regarding
surface topography, types of vegetation and the lack of standing water. It is expected that the
area of waste placement in Phase 3 of the permitted landfill area will not extend north of the
proposed location for the replacement for well MW-12.

The replacement well will be installed using a diill rig equipped with hollow-stem augers.
Drilling equipmernt expected to contact subsurface soil will be steam cleaned prior to use at the
Site. Soil samples will be collected with 1.5-foot long, split-spoon samplers every three (3) feet to
approximately 40 feat below grade and then continuously therrafter until the completion depth of
the boring. The boring will be conducted to a depth sufficient to nstall the replacement well in
the same deep aquiter unit that is correlative with the aquifer that was screened by well MW-12.
Continuous split-spoon sampling will be conducted above 40 feet if a significant (fe. at least
18-inches thick) water bearing sand urdt is encountered and until the base of the significan: sand
unit is defined, Split-spoon soil samplers will be decontaminated with a non-phosphate detergent
wash and de-ionized water rinses prior to the collection of each soil sample. Each soil sample will
be examined and classified by an EIS geologist in accordance with ASTM D-2488. A laberatory
sieve analysis will be conducted on a representative sample the of aquifer material screened by
the replacement well. Details regarding the drilling activities, including boring and scil-sampling
methods, starp-and-finish dates, depths of groundwater while drilling and upon completion,
blow counts, sample intervals in feet, the amount of sample recovered and descriptions
of subsurface soils encountered during the installation of the well, will be recorded on a
Subsurface Exploration Log. '

The wall casing and screen of the replacement well will consist of threaded (no solvent giued
connections}, 2-inch diameter PV, The sereen for the well will consist of a five-foot secdon, PVC
well screen with an appropriate slot size for the aquifer. Coarse, quartz sand pack will be placed
iry the annular space between the well screen and the bore-hole wall in the screened interval to
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approximately 1.5 feet above the top of the screen. A 0.5-foot layer of fine silica sand pack will be
placed in the annular space between the well casing and the bore-bhole wall above the coarse,
quartz sand pack. High-solid bentonite grout slurry will then be placed in the arnular space
between the well casing and the bore-hole wall above the sand pack to about three (3} feet below
grade. The grout slurry will be placed from the bottom up using a tremie pipe. A metal
protective cover with a locked lid to cover and secure the well casing riser above grade will be set
in a concrete surface seal placed above the grout interval at the well. The well casing riser will be
vented, and a drain hole will be installed in the protective cover for the well. The concrete surface
seal will be constructed so as to deflect surface water away from the well. The well will be
developed by the pump-and-surge method using a submersible pump or a bailer in order to
remove fine sediment from the well and the sand pack in the screened area. The development
will include the remaval of at least three well casing velumes of water and will continue untid the
flow is as clear as possible. Protective steel posts. filled with and set in concrete, will be placed
around the well 50 as to help protect the well from possible damaged by contact with mowing or
other equipment. Details regarding the cnnﬁtmctton of the well will be recorded on a
Wonitoring Well Deslgn Flar.

The location and elevation of the replacement well will be surveyed by a registered land surveyor,
The surveyed elevation of a permanent reference peint marked at the top of the well casing
will be wsed as the reference point for measuring static water level elevations at the well.
The well will be labeled (MW-12R) so that the well identification will readily visible in the fiald.

A report documenting  the well replacement will be prepared vaI submiital by the
Dalton Cﬁrpﬂratmn to the IDEM. .

It is expected that implementation of the above plan will be conducted soon after the
Dalton Corporativn receives IDEM approval of the plan and before the next semi-artnual monitoring
event carrently scheduled for August 2003. I there are any questicns concerning the above plan,
please call me or H. Stephen Nye, P.L,, at (574) 277-5715.

Sincerely,
EIS ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC..

f::;’(". /éMa_‘\'

J. . SI:-mleder, L.P.G.
Senior Project Gaologist
105/ bir

Attachments:  Attachment A:  Groundwater flow direction maps.

Attachment B: Subsurface Exploration Logs and Monitoring Well Design Plans,
Attachment C: Map showing existing and proposed well locations,
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Dalton Corperation

May 6, 2003 l-( £1iLs o

CERTIFIEDY MAIL NO, 7001 251{5“ {63 0933 2080 TH"W C‘D‘-'Lﬂ ia’ |
br. John Hale CEE VED

Permits Branch HAY 0 ¢ i3

Otfice of Land Qualiky
Indiana Department of Environumental Managemenit DEPARTMENT oF
100 N. Senate Avenue, N1154 ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGENENT

PO, Box 6015
Indianapolis, Indiana 46206-6015

RE:  Groundwater Monitoring Repost / February 2003 Sampling Event / Notification of Ihcrease
Above a Groundwater Protection Standard and Demonstration that a Source Other than
the Facility Selid Waste Facility Caused the Increase /

Dalton Corporation, State Road 25 Monofll Site / Permit FPY 43-06

Drrar bAr. Hale:

Transmitted herewith, on behalf of the Dalton Corporation, Wamsaw Manufacturing Facility, of
Warsaw, Indiana, is the report regarding groundwater moenitoring conducted on
February 11 and 12, 2003, at the Dallen Corporation, State Road 25 monofill site
{Golid Waste Facility Permit FF# 43-08), located southwest of Wamaw, Indrana.
The subject analyses, evaluations and reporting were conducted in accordance with the
requirements of the permit dated February 11, 2002, from the Indiana Depatiment of
Envirenmental Management (JDEM}, The groundwater monitoring and report preparation were
conducted by EIS Environmental Engineers, Ing, (EIS) of South Bend, Indiana, on behalf of the
Diadton Corporation.

The February 2003 sampling event was the first of bwo semi-annual sampling events planned during
2003 for monitoring wells hTW-1, MW-3, MW-4, MW-5, MW-7, MW-8, WMW-11, MW-12, MW-13 and
WIW-14. The Tebruary 2003 sampling event also was the third of vight planned quarterly sampling
cvents to obtain quarterly baseline data for the two new monitoring wells MW-13 arud MW-14
installed at the Site during 2002, However, monitoring well MW-13 could not be sampled during

Warsaw Banufacturing Facility
PO, Box 1388

Warzawy, [N 46551-1388

(215} 267-13111



February 2003 becanse the well was found to be dry. To date, the available quarterly baseline data
are insufficlent te conduct statistical evaluations of the data from wells MW-13 and MW-14.
Theretore, this report does pot include statistical evaluations to determine if concentrations are above
a groundwater protection stondard oz i increasing concentration trends are indicated for the
- paramoters tested for samplies from wells MW-13 and  MW-14 " In accordance with permit
requirements E-10, E-11 and E-14, this submittal includes two {2) unbound copics of the report with «
diskette containing an electranic version of the subject monitoring data in the format specitied by the
fDEM.

Iam a duly authorized representative of the Dalton Corporation {the permittee) and, a¢ required by
the facility permit condition B4 and 329 TAC 10-11-3(b}, I make the following certification regarding
tha subject report:

[ certify under penalty of law that this document and 21l attachments were prepared under my
direction or supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified persornel
properly gather and evahuate the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the persons who
managed the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the
information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge, true, accurate, and complete. Tam aware that
thers are significant penalties for submitting false information, including the paossibility of fine and
imprisonment for knowing viclations. [ further certify that 1 am authorized to submit this
information.

Please feel free to call me at (574) 372-1804 if there are any questions regarding the subject report.
Sincerely,
DALTON CORPORATION

Michael Schall
Environmental Manager
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Victor P. Windle, Chief
Hazardous Waste Permit Section

Hazardous Waste Management Branch EN‘”“ ARD OUS e

eNTO E
oEPARTA Mk;m‘;i‘:mGEMENT

Solid and Hazardous Waste Managéﬁlent _
Indiana Department of Environmental Management

100 North Senate Avenue
Post Office Box 6015
Indianapolis, Indiana 46206-6015

Dear Mr. Windle;

Re:  Request for Modification to the

Fet e L,

8007 CASTLETON ROAD
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250
TEL: (317) 579-7400 FAX: (317) 579-7410

Existing Detection Monitoring Program

Dalton Corporation
Warsaw Manufacturing Facility
IND 005146022

August Mack Project No. 98025.30

August Mack Environmental, Inc. (August Mack) has prepared this submittal, on behalf of
Dalton Corporation - Warsaw Manufacturing Facility (Dalton), to request modifications to the
Detection Monitoring Plan (DMP) currently being followed by Dalton for closure of former
RCRA regulated units. Dalton is in the third year of a five year groundwater detection
monitoring program as outlined -in the DMP submitted to the Indiana Department of
Environmental Management (IDEM) on December 9, 1994. Data generated during the first three
years of detection monitoring has necessitated the need for this modification request. As
summarized in Appendix I of 40 CFR 270.42 - Classification of Permit Modification, the
following modifications and their associated class are requested.

40 CFR 270.42, Appendix I (C)(5)(b)

Changes in indicator parameters, hazardous constituents,
or concentration limits  (including  alternative
concentration limit (ACLs)): (b) as specified in the
detection monitoring plan.

40 CFR 270.42, Appendix I{C)(3)

Changes in statistical procedure for determining whether
a statistically significant change in groundwater quality
between upgradient and downgradient wells has
occurred.

Each of these modifications is discussed individually below.

SITE INVESTIGATION « REMEDIAL ACTION « AIR QUALITY » TANK MANAGEMENT « POLLUTION CONTROL ‘



Mr. Victor P. Windle
January 8, 1999
Page 2

Class 2 Modification

Dalton requests this Class 2 Modification as described in 40 CFR 270.42 (b) to remove barium
from the detection monitoring parameter list. The Detection Monitoring Parameters Section of
the DMP (Page 26) stated that “..the contaminants of concern and the detection monitoring
parameters are lead and cadmium. Field measurements of pH, specific conductance and
temperature will also be obtained as in-situ parameters...”. During closure of the regulated
units, groundwater samples were collected from the compliance and background wells for the
DMP parameters (lead and cadmium) along with the chemical constituents contained in 40 CFR
264, Appendix IX. Since barium and vanadium (Appendix IX constituents) were detected, the
IDEM requested that Dalton add these Appendix IX constituents to the detection monitoring
parameter list. :

It has been shown during the first three years of detection monitoring that statistical analysis of
barium concentrations at the site is skewed due to the occurrence of barium in natural
groundwater throughout Kosciusko County. For example, barium concentrations in groundwater
collected at the site during the previois seven sampling event has ranged from 0.10 to 0.38 parts
per million (ppm). For comparison purposes, United State Geological Survey (USGS) Water-
Resources Investigation Report 95-4244, dated June 1993, showed barium was detected in
groundwater collected from 128 northwestern Indiana wells at concentrations ranging from 0.005
to 0.690 ppm. In addition, data provided by the IDEM Drinking Water Section, shows that
barium concentrations collected from 1993 through 1997 in Kosciusko County ranged from
0.00002 ppm to 0.67 ppm. The data for these sources is provided as Attachment A. This
information indicates that barium is found as a naturally occurring element in néarby
groundwater at concentrations comparable to and is some cases greater than those detected at the
site. However, it should be noted that both the county and site barium concentrations are well
below the 2.0 ppm maximum contaminant level (MCL) for barium.

As part of this modification, Dalton will continue to sample for barium during the remainder of

the detection monitoring period and report the findings to the IDEM. However, Dalton will

compare the detected barium concentrations to the maximum concentration limit for barium (1.0 -
ppm) specified in Table 1 of 40 CFR 264, Subpart F to verify compliance under the detection

‘monitoring program instead of performing statistical analysis to determine if the barium

concentrations are statistically significant.

Since this is a Class 2 modification, Dalton will publish a notice of the modification in
accordance with 40 CFR 270.42 (2) and conduct a public meeting in accordance with 40 CFR
27042 (4). Documentation of these notifications will be provided to the IDEM upon
preparation.



Mr. Victor P. Windie
January 8, 1999

Page 3

Class 1 Modification

As outlined within the Data Presentation and Analysis Section of the DMP (Page 40),
groundwater data is to be evaluated statistically using Cochran’s Approximation to the Behrens-
Fisher Students T-Test. Dalton requests a Class 1 Modification to the DMP as described in 40
CFR 270.42 (1) by replacing the Cochran’s Approximation to the Behrens-Fisher Students T-
Test with the Test of Proportions in the DMP for vanadium, cadmium and lead. It has been
shown during the first three years of detection monitoring that the Test of Proportions is a more
suitable statistical method for analyzing groundwater data from the Dalton wells due to the
natural variation of these metals in Kosciusko County groundwater. According to a- US EPA
Document entitled Analysis of Groundwater Monitoring Data at RCRA Facilities, dated April
1989, the Test of Proportions is used to determine whether a difference in proportion of detected
values in the background well and compliance wells provides statistically significant evidence of
contamination. Based on this information, it is believed that the Test of Proportions complies
with the performance standards summarized in 40 CFR 264.98 (I). If this modified statistical
comparison indicates a significant difference between the compliance and background well data,
the sampling and comparison procedures will be repeated. If the second comparison reveals a
significant difference, Dalton will either initiate another appropriate statistical test with the

approval of the IDEM, or Dalton will conclude that a statistically significant change has
occurred.

During the review process for these proposed modifications, Dalton will continue to proceed
with the detection monitoring program. Written documentation of any information obtained
during the modification approval process will be submitied fo the IDEM so it may be included in
the closure file. We trust that this submittal meets with your approval. If you have any questions -
or require any additional information, please do not hesitate to contact us.

Sincerely, -

nvironmental Scientist

Ao Mg
hn D. Spearin
enior Geologist

ce: Mr. Barry Fordanish - Dalton Corporation - Warsaw Manufacturing Facility
Ms. Lisa McCoy - Dutton & Overman B
Ms. Cheryl Frischkorn - IDEM
Ms. Michelle Timmerman - IDEM



Attachment A

Regional Groundwater Barium Data
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Aluminum

Aluminum was detected in 54 water samples:

36 irom wells completed in the Calumet aquifer,
14 from wells in the confining uait, and 4 from
wells in the Silurian-Devonian aquifer. Aluminum
was not detected in any of the samples from con-
fined sand aquifers. Detected concentrations of
‘aluminum ranged from 21.3 pg/L for wells BH28
(5-071) and C3 (S-104) to 7,280 pg/L for well 20
(8-119). Small concentrations, less than 50 pg/L,
were detected in samples from wells throughout the
study area. The largest concentrations of aluminum,
more than 500 pg/L., were detected in samples from
several wells near and south of Lake Calumet

and Wolf Lake and at well B2 (5-048) along the
Lake Michigan shoreline in the central part of

the stady area. Aluminum concentrations ranging
from 50 to 500 pg/L were detected in samples from
other wells near Lake Calumet and Wolf Lake,

from three wells in the central part of the study area,

and from five wells in the eastern part of the study
area, The SMCL. for aluminum, 50 pg/L, (table 19)
was exceeded in 29 water samples: 18 from wells in
the Calumet aquifer, 8 from wells in the confining

‘unit, and 3 from wells in the Silurian-Devonian
aquifer.

Antimony

Antimony was detected in samples from wells
B7 (5-069) and D67 (S-072), at concentrations
of approximately 20 pg/L. These wells are com-
pleted in the Calumet aquifer and are approximately
4.5 mi apart on the south side of the Grand Calumet
River in the central part of the study area (fig. 2).
Both 'wells are less than 11 fi deep and are paired
with adjacent deep wells that produced sampies
in which antimony was not detected. The detected
concentrations excesded the proposed MCL of
5 ug/L; however, becanse the laboratory quantita-
tion limit for antimony is also larger than 5 ug/L,
it is not known if concentrations in other samples
may have exceeded the proposed MCL (table 19).

~ Arsenic

Arsenic was detected in samples from
69 wells: 48 completed in the Calumet aquifer,
14 in the confining unit, 4 in confined sand
aquifers, and 3 in the Silurian-Devonian aquifer.
Detected concentrations ranged from 1.7 po/L
in water from well E6 {5-024) to 292 pg/L in
water from well 115 (S-051). Concentrations in °
14 of the samples were berween the two quantita-
tion limits, 1.7 and 2.7 pg/L, reported by the

laboratory. Arsenic was detected in samples from

wells throughout the study area; however, two-
thirds of these samples were from wells located

in industrial and commercial areas between the
Indiana Harbor Canal and the area west of Lake
Calumet. The three largest concentrations, 73, 127,
and 292 pg/L, were detected in samples from wells
116 (5-059), 114 (5-035), and 115 (S-051}, all of
which are between Lake Calumert and the Calumet
River (fig. 2). These wells are less than 15 fi deep
and are completed in the Calumet aquifer int an area
of fill and near waste disposal. Arsenic concentra-
tions in these samples exceeded the proposed MCL
for arsenic (tabie 19).

"Comparison of arsenic concentrarions at
14 sites where there are paired wells indicates
no consistent trend with depth except at 3 sites
in the easiern part of the study area where wells
are screened in confined sand aquifers. Samples
from wells 230-128 (S-010), 244-125 (5-052),
and 105 (8-083) contained arsenic concentrations
larger than 10 pg/L. Arsenic was not detected in any
sampies from the shallow weils at these sites. The

" sample from well 230-58 (S-003), an intermediate-

depth well, conained an arsenic concentration
between those of the shallow well and deep well
at that site. The detection of arsenic in the confined
sand aquifer may indicate upward flow from the
underlying shale bedrock in this area.

Barium

Barium was detected in samples from all wells
except FILO6 (5-128), a 19-fi-deep well completed
in the confining unit. Detected concentrations
ranged from 5 pg/L in water from well B7 (S-069)
to 690 pg/L in water from well [1 (S-032).

Laboratory Analyses 37
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Samples from wells screened in the confining unir |

generally had larger concenirations of barium than
did samples from wells in the Calumet, confined
sand, or Silurian-Devonian aguifers. The median
detected concentration was 105 pg/L for sam-
ples from wells completed in the confining unit,
73.3 ue/L for sampies from wells 1n confined
sand aquifers, 36.6 pg/L for sampies from wells

in the Calumet aquifer, and 24.1 pg/L for samples
from wells in the Silurian-Devonian aquifer. The
MCL for barium, 2,000 /L, was not exceeded in
any samples (table 19); only two wells, 11 (S-032)
and B2 (5-048), produced samples containing
concenmations of barium larger than 500 pg/l,

or 25 percent of the MCL. Well I1 is in an area of
modified land near waste treatment and disposal
south of Lake Calumet. Well B2 is in an industial
area along Lake Michigan in the central part of the
study arez {fig. 2.

Beryilium

Beryllium was derected in samples from wells
235-45 (S-041) ané 120 (5-119). The sample from
well 235-435 contained 0.77 pg/L; the sample
from well 120 contained 1.5 pg/l.. The detected
concentrations are similar 1o the two guantitation
limits (0.5 and 1.2 pg/L) reported by the laboratory
{rable 19). Well 23545 is screened in the Calumet
aquifer at a depth of 42 feet and is in a residential
arez in the east-central part of the study area. Well
120 is screened in the Calumet aquifer at a depth of
13 fi in an area west of the Calumet River that may
be affected by local dumping. The concentration of
beryllinm detested in the sample from 120 exceeded
the proposed MCL of 1 ug/L (table 19). Tt is not
known if other sampies may have exceeded the pro-
posed MCL because the quantitation lmir was
larger than the MCL for some of the sampies.

Cadmium

Cédmium was detected in the sample from
well BH14 (S-094) at a concentration of 2 pg/L.
Wel! BHI14 is screened at a depth of 19 fiin the -

Calumet aquifer and is in a residential area in the
central part of the study area (fig. 2). The detected

concentration of cadmium does not excead the
MCL (table 19}).

Chromium

Chromium was detected in samples from
11 wells: 5 are comﬁleted in the Calum;t aguifer
and 6 are in the confining unit. Chromium was
not detected in any samples from the confined
sand or Silurian-Devonian aquifers. Detected
concentrarions ranged from 5.2 pug/L in water from
well C23 (8-673) 10 116 pg/l. in water from well
BH7I (5-061). The smallest detected concentration,

. 3.2 ug/L, is within the range of the two quantitarion

limits (5.1 and 5.8 pg/L) reported by the laboratory
(table 19). The majority of chromium detections
were In samples from weills in indusirial areas or
near areas of fill or waste disposal; however, sam-
ples from wells BH2 (5-092) and D75 (S-116),
iocated in resideatial areas, had chromium concen-
rations of 9.7 and 1] pe/l.. The MCL for chromium
was exceeded in only one sample (table 19).

Cobait -

Cobalt was detected in 14 samples: 6
from wells completed in the Calumet aquifer,
7 from wells in the confining unit, and 1 from a
well in the Silurjan-Devonian aquifer. All the welis
are west of the Indiana Harbor Canal. All but three
of the wells are near Lake Calumet. Six of the
detected concentrations were between the nwo
quantitation limits reported by the laboratory for
cobalt (2.5 and 3.8 pg/L). The largest concenga-
tion, 51.2 pe/L, was detected in the sample from
well FILO2 (5-127), a 29-fi-deep well screened
in the confining unit near an area of waste dispasal.
The smalles: detected concentration was 2.8 pg/L
in the samples from well D75 (5-116) located in
a residential area south of the Grand Calumet River
in the west-central part of the stucy area (fig. 2).

38 Ground-Waler Quality in the Calumet Region of Northwestern Indiana and Mortheastern ljlinois
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RESULT { | DATE COLLECTED
0,18 3/15/96
0.07 2i127195
0.27 2127738
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0.1] ~ 12/4/96
0.1 12/4/96
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0.14 9/17/96
0.13 B/14/96
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ACEKC 8007 CASTLETON ROAD

FRVLRORMENTRL THE INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250

TEL: (317) 579-7400 FAX: (317) 579-7410

January 25, 1999

" Victor P, Windle, Chief

Hazardous Waste Management Branch

Solid and Hazardous Waste Management

Indiana Department of Environmental Management
100 North Senate Avenue

Post Office Bex 6015

Indianapolis, Indiana 46206-6015

Re: Public Notice Proof of Publication
Class 2 Modification Request
Dalton Corporation
Warsaw Manufacturing Facility
IND 005146022
Dear Mr. Windle:

On January 8, 1999, August Mack Environmental, Inc. (August Mack) submitted a request to your office
on behalf of Dalton Corporation-Warsaw Manufacturing Facility (Dalton) for a Class 1 and Class 2
detection monitoring plan modification. The following public notice for the Class 2 modification request
appeared in the January 19, 1999 issue of the Warsaw Times Union: "

m*t‘mﬂffﬂﬂ-wmaw Mmﬂmg F‘ﬂﬁﬂﬂy éa.s' requested a Class 2 detection monitoring plan
. epartmen onmental Management (IDEM) regarding testing
-mmem ﬁ)r banum d’uriasg tke remaﬂiniﬂg 3 years of a gmundumer detection monitoring program. The
- monitoring is being conducted as part post-closure requirements for surface impoundments closed at Dallon in
1996; This notice initiates a 60-day public comment period Commenis can be forwarded to Ms. Michelle
Timmerman of the IDEM at 100 North Senate Avenue, P.Q. Box 6015, !nd:anapohs Indiana  46206-6015
(317-232-3264). A public meeting regarding this request will be held in the Shriners Building at the
Fairgrounds on February 24, 1999 at 6:00 p.m.

Attached is a copy of the Proof of Publication from the Warsaw Times Union. We trust that this
submittal meets with your approval. If you have any questions or require any additional information,
please do not hesitate to contact us.

Sincerely,

ironmental Scientist

%X(ﬁg\_/f

Project

Jdhn D. Speari
enior Geologist

cc: “Mr. Barry Fordanish - Dalton Corporation - Warsaw Manufacturing Facility
Ms. Lisa McCoy - Dutton & Overman
Ms. Michelle Timmerman - IDEM

SITE INVESTIGATION o REMEDIAL ACTION e AIR QUALITY « TANK MANAGEMENT e POLLUTION CONTROL



Afiidavit

Kosciusko County) 55
State of Indiana )

Personally appeared before me, a notary public in and for said county

and state, the undersigned DNona .1 JLinsey who being duly

sworn says tha! she is ol competeni age antd

is comptroller of the
WARSAW TIMES.-UNION

balton. Carpamﬁon Wum:w adaiiy newspaper which for at least five (5) consecutive years has been

monufoctu g Facl]llﬂr’“‘hu: ‘
e A.._e!acllon . published in the city of Warsaw., county of Kosciuske, State of Indiana,

and which. during that time, has been & newspaper of general circutatio'n,
having a'bona fide paid circylation, printed in the English language and
entered, authorized and accepted by the pos:.offiﬁe department of the
United States of America as mailable matter of the second-class as da-
tined by the Act of Congress of the United States of March 3, 1879, and that

the printed matter atfached hereto is a frue copy, which was duly

published in said newspaper fimes, the dates of
publication being as follows:
Jov 17 A
i M° At lef

Alfighit

Subscribed _and sworn to before me ihi
of A 1 22

DENNIS PLUMMER.
My Comrnission Expires Jan. 25, 1283,
Resident of Kosz:"u.gw County.

-
Notary Public

Printer's Fee, s 2
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IND@ DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRE@B@ENTAL MANAGEMEN

T

Warsaw, Indiana 46581-1388

Dear Mr. Fordanish:
Re: - Closure Plan Amendment
Dalton Foundry

Warsaw, Indiana
IND 005146022

) The Indiana Department of Environmental Management (IDEM) acknowledges receipt of
a closure plan amendment request, submitted on your behalf by August Mack Environmental,
dated January 8, 1999. The amendment request has been reviewed and approved with the
following modification.

If barium is detected in a monitoring well above the value found in Table 1 of 40
CFR 264 (1.0 ppm), the same criteria for action as stated in the first paragraph of
page 44 of the Detection Monitoring Plan, dated August 25, 1995 will apply (e.g.,
if the detected value is above the Table 1 value, Dalton will repeat the sampling
and comparison procedures, etc.)

The amendment request as modified supersedes the requirements of the closure plan approved
February 26, 1996. If you wish to challenge this decision, IC 13-15-6-1 and IC 4-21.5-3-7
require that you file a Petition for Administrative Review.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please call (800) 451-6027, press 0, and
ask for Michelle Timmermann at extension 2-3264, or call 3 17/232-2364.

Sincerely,

‘-.___L,J(-J 7 DL

Victor P. Windle, Chief

Hazardous Waste Permit Section
Hazardous Waste Facilities Branch

Solid and Hazardous Waste Management

(o DeKalb County Health Department
Ms. Cheryl Frischkorn, IDEM
Mr. Craig Barker, IDEM

Im We make Indiana a cleaner, healthier place to live
INDIAUR DEPARTMEINT OF ERVIRONMENTLL MANAGEMENT:
Frank O'Barvon 100 North Senate Avenue
Governor ‘ . ' P.O. Box 6015 )
Indianapalis, Indiana 46206-6015
. (317) 232-8603
{?’m M. Homilton (800) 451-6027
ommserg 1A CERTIFIED MAIL P 126 003 956 www.aiorgfidem
Mr. Barry Fordanish _ February 19, 1999
Dalton Corporation
Warsaw Manufacturing Facility
P.O. Box 1388

Recycled Paper @ . An Equal Opportunity Employer Pleuse Reeyele €3






AUGUS l AUGUST MACK ENVIRONMENTAL INC.

AACK | 8007 CASTLETON ROAD

INDIANAPOLIS, INDIANA 46250
EXVIROENENTRL THE : (317) 579-7400 |
(317) 579-7410 FAX

November 9, 2001 L ( )V )

'RECEIVED

Mr. Victor P. Windle, Chief
Indiana Department of Environmental Management

Office of Land Quality NOV: 1 5 2001
Hazardous Waste Permit Section DEPARTMENT OF
100 North Senate Avenue - ENVIRONM

ENTAL MANAGEMENT
OFFICE OF :
P.O. Box 6015 LAND QuALITY

Indianapolis, Indiana 46206-6015

Re:  Response to Request for Additional Information
DaltorlConponation
mawlanufacturing Facility
Closure of Surface Impoundments
IND 005146022 '
August Mack Project Number 98025.30

Dear Mr. Windel:

August Mack Environmental, Inc. (August Mack), on behalf of Dalton Corporation Warsaw
Manufacturing Facility (Dalton), is submitting four copies of Dalton’s response to the Indiana
Department of Environmental Management (IDEM) Hazardous Waste Permit Section request
for additional information dated October 17, 2001 for Dalton’s RCRA pond closure. IDEM’s
comments are presented in bold below, followed by Dalton’s response.

Comment #1

Page 3 of the Closure Plan amendment, approved on February 19, 1999, requested to
replace the Cochran’s Approximation to the Begren’s Fisher Student’s T-test with the Test
of Proportions. This amendment was approved on February 19, 1999, yet data for both

sampling events in 1999 were evaluated using the Wilcoxon Rank-Sum test, instead of the
‘Test of Proportions.

Data for both sampling events in 2000 and for the April 2001 sampling event were
evaluated using the ANOVA and Bonferroni tests. Though the approved 1999 amendment
states that other tests than the Test of Proportions will be implemented with approval
from IDEM, approval for the ANOVA or the Rank-Sum test was not requested or granted.

Please submit documentation to correct this oversight.

CONSULTING = PROCESS ENGINEERING « CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT



Response #1

August Mack analyzed both sets of 1999 groundwater samplmg data using the Wilcoxon Rank-
Sum statistical method and the subsequent sampling events through April 2001 using ANOVA
and Bonferroni tests. At the time of report submittal of each of these sampling events, August
Mack explained the reasoning for use of these statistical methods and asked IDEMs approval for
continued use of these statistical methods. - August Mack assumed that since there was no
response from IDEM, the statistical methods used were acceptable. Therefore, August Mack is
again requesting written approval from the IDEM for the use of the ANOVA, Rank-Sum test
and Bonferroni statistical tests used to analyze the ground water quality data collected during
previous sampling events.

Comment #2

According to the semi-annnal ground water sampling reports, no statistically significant
increases were found. However, IDEM’s evaluation of the same data using the approved
Test of Proportions found that there is a statistically significant difference between the
background well and the downgradient wells for vanadium, Statistically significant
increases were confirmed for vanadium in all three downgradient wells, by using
parametric and non-parametric ANOVA, prediction limit and tolerance limit tests.
Specifically, it appears Dalton missed detecting statistically significant increases for
vanadium in monitoring wells MW.2, MW-3, and MW-4 for the November 2000 event.

In order to qualify for clean closure certification, Dalton must demonstrate that the
increase was not attributable tfo the Wastewater Ponds and Sludge Drying Areas.
Alternatively, Dalton may demonstrate that any hazardous constituents remaining in the
ground water do not pose a threat to human health or the environment,

Response #2

IDEM has found significant increases for vanadium in monitoring wells MW-2, MW-3 and
MW-4 for the November 2000 event. Concentrations for the three wells are 0.041 parts per
million {ppm), 0.040 ppm, and 0.037ppm respectively. August Mack cannot explain this
increase in vanadium concentrations since Dalton does not generate waste that contains
vanadium. Regardiess, August Mack believes these concentrations are still statistically
insignificant. The detected November 2000 vanadium concentrations are still significantly less
than the 0.2128 ppm Tier II cleanup level for residential groundwater and the RCRA Region 9
preliminary remediation goal (PRG) of 0.26 ppm for tap water. These concentrations are
approximately 81% less than the Tier I1 0.2128 ppm requirement for residential drinking water.
Due to the insignificant concentrations of vanadium in the groundwater as compared to the Tier
I residential groundwater standards at the site, August Mack is requesting that IDEM approve
the RCRA pond clean closure at the Dalton facility.



Dalton trusts that the provided response to comments will complete the RCRA pond closure. A
certification statement concerning the additional information provided in this submittal has been
attached and is signed by Mr. Timothy H. Dewitt, a state of Indiana licensed professional

engineer. If you have any questions regarding the above responses, please do not hesitate to call
“us at (317) 379-7400.

Sincerely,

Eric Emmett
Staff Engineer

T1mothy H. Dewm P.E.

Senior Engineer

Attachments

ce: Ms. Lisa McCoy, Dalton Corporation
Mr. Boyd Wear, Dalton Corporation Warsaw Manufactunn g Facility



ATTACHMENT A

Engineer Certification



IX. ENGINEER CERTIFICATION

I certify under penalty of law that this document* and all attachments were prepared under
my direction or supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified
personnel properly gather and evaluate the information submitted. Based on by inguiry of the
persons who managed the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the
information, the information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge, true, accurate, and
complete. T am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information,
including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations. I further certify

that T am authorized to submit this information.
Signature: —7:7%1 lL/ QQ/\/ ‘; Date: ! }/?,/0/'

Name:_Timothv H. Dewitt
“““ml!lmn”a

S L Ogy,

A

4

I,'

Address: 8007 Castleton Road

.3

ey,

B

Indianapolis, Indiana 46250 ‘ %
| C sl

Byt

Telephone No.:_(317) 579-7400

10100295

Professional Engineer Registration No.

* Response to Dalton Foundries Closure of Surface Impoundments
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N INDIANA D ARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT I—,‘“/ac—xﬂ{&/%

A
ol PERMIT RENEWAL APPLICATION SWF-5, Vs

I I AN
To begin:
This application form shall be used to apply for all solid waste land disposal facility permit renewals. Renewal application fe
are established by IC 13-20-21. Pursuant to IAC 10-11-4(a), this application must be received by the Commissioner of the
Indiana Department of Environmental Management at least 120 days prior to the expiration date of your current permit.
Please note the draft date of this form next to the page number; if you have received this form more than 6 months after this

draft date it is recommended you contact our office at 317-232-0066 to determine if this form is sllii current. When completed
please return this form and support documents to: o

j f i1 . 'Solid Waste Permits Section
"Office of Land Quality (N1154)
Indiana Department of Environmental Management
100 North Senate Avenue, P.O. Box 6015
Indianapolis, Indiana 46206-6015

Section A.. Permittee(s) Information

Namc: ) R
Dalton Corporation - Warsaw Manufacturing Facility.

Address: Street : Apt. # P.O. Box Town/City
1900 East Jefferson St. ‘ P.0O. Box 1388 Warsaw

s Zip Cod : Teleph mbr\u u code

* 4658121388 (P.0. Box) 46580 (Strekt) °“°“{“ y Yo 781t

Section B. Facility Owner(s) Information

amc:
Dalton Corporation

Mailing Address: Street Apt # 1.0, Box Town/City
3755 Lake City Highway P.0. Box 230 Warsaw

SECOIN 46581-0230 (BB Box) 46580 (Streetj‘“"‘““ RWALh b a3y

Section C. Operator(s) Information

Name: 1\
Dalton Corporation - Warsaw Manufacturing Facility ?

Mailing Address: Street ApL # P.0. Box Town/City
1900 East Jefferson P.0. Box 1388 Warsaw

State Zip Code Telephone Number (with arca code)
IN 46581-1388(P.0. Box) 46580 (Street) (219) 267-8111

Section D. Property Owner(s) Information

ame:
Dalton Corporation

Mailing Address: Street Apt H P.0. Box Town/City

‘ 3755 LAke City Highway ; - P.0. Box 230 Warsaw:
Staie Zip Code Telephone Number (with area code)
l IN 46581-0230(P.0. Box) 46580 (Street) (219) 267-8111

8/99 Pa:



Please note that in accordance with 329 IAC. '9-13-4(b) the owner, operator & permittee of a solid waste fand disposal facility, 3fd ]
the owner or owners of the land upon which facility is located, shall be liable for any er " -onmental harm caused by the ﬁlc\ility
- . .t

A

Section E. Facility Information
Facility Name: : ’

Dalton Alternate Site Monofill
Mailing Address:
1900 East Jefferson

Facility Contact Person and Telephone Number (with area code):

Barry Fordanish  (219) 267-8111

Pormit Number;

FP43-6

Town/City

Strect P03 Box

P.O. Box 1388

ApL #

Warsaw

Type of Operation;

I:' Restricted Waste Site Type [

I___] Resiricted Waste Site Type 11
Restricted Waste Site Type [l

Laily Amount Received - Cu Yds. or Tons per Day:

350-400 tons

Sanitary Landfilt (Municipal Sotid Waste Landfilh
:l Sanitary Landfill ¢Non-municipal Solid Waste Landfill)

I: Construction/Demolition Site

Acres Permitted for Waste Disposal: Remaining Life of Facifity in Years:
68.4 6

Type of Waste Received:
Foundry Waste - Type III

Section F. Names and Addresses of Affected Government Ofﬁcials.

1) Members of the board of county commissioners where facility is located

Typed Name:
Typed Address:
Typed Address;
Typed City, St.:
Zip

Typed Name:

Typed Address:
Typed Address:

Typed City, St.:
Zip

.Typed Name:

Typed Address:

Typed Addrass:

Typed City, 5t.:
Zip

Avis Gunter

Typed Name:

100'W. Center

Typed Address:

Room 12

Typed Address:

Warsaw, IN 46580

Typed City, St

Brad Jackson

Zip

Typed Marme:

100 W, Center

Room 12~

Typed Address;

Warsaw, IN 465380

Typed Citv. Su:

Zip

Typed Name:

Typed Address:

Typed Address:

Typed City, St
: Zip

Typed Address:

W. L. Creighton

100 W. Center

Room 12

Warsaw, IN 46580

8/9% Page2




1/00

INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
LANDOWNER NOTIFICATION ATTACHMENT

In the space below and on any additional paper, as needed, please submit the names and
addresses of property owners that adjoin the solid waste facility for which a permit is
being submitted. Please also include the names and addresses of individuals_ who may
be affected by IDEM’s permit decision. Failure to submit this information will cause
delay in processing of your application. When completed, please submit this form with
your application to:

Typed Name:
Typed Address:

- Typed Address:

Typed City, St.:
Zip

Typed Name:

Typed Address:
Typed Address:
Typed City, St.:

Zip - =

Typed Name:
Typed Address:
Typed Address:
Typed City, St.
Zip

Typed Name:
Typed Address:
Typed Address:
Typed City, St.:
Zip

Solid Waste Permits Section
Gffice of Land Quality
Indiana Department of Environmental Management
100 North Senate Avenue, Suite 1154
P.O. Box 6015
Indianapolis, Indiana 46206-6015

Charles & Ruth Haffner

3331 W. 200 sS.

Warsaw, IN 46535

Wildlife Habitat c/o

Wayne Township Trustee

100 W. Center Street

Warsaw, IN 46555

Phillip M. Brown

5464 S. Kinzy Road

Claypool, IN 46510

Richard & Linda Creamer

2987 W. 200 S.

Warsaw, IN 46580

Typed Name:
Typed Address:
Typed Address:
Typed City, St.
Zip

Typed Name:
Typed Address:
Typed Address:

- Typed City, St.:

~Zip

Typed Name:
Typed Address:
Typed Address:
Typed City, St.:
Zip

Typed Name:
Typed Address:
Typed Address:
Typed City, St.:
Zip

Sydney & Sharon Martin
21 Shady Spring Dr.

Doyleston, PA 18901

CB Farms IIC
4217 W, OLd R4, 30

Warsaw, IN 46580

Clayton & Millicent Stone
2987 W. 200 s,

Warsaw, IN 46580

Robert & Tisa Hay
2114 8. SR 25

Warsaw, IN 46580




100

Typed Name:
Typed Address:
Typed Address:
Typed City, St.:
Zip

Typed Name:
Typed Address:
Typed Address:
Typed City, St.:
Zip

Typed Name:
Typed Address:
Typed Address:
Typed City, St.:
Zip

Typed Name:
Typed Address:
Typed Address:

Typed City, St.:

Zip

Typed Name:
Typed Address:
Typed Address:

Tevi Rentals

1210 Hilltop #3

Warsaw, IN 46580

James & Serita Stouder

2880 W. CR 250 S.

Warsaw, IN 46580

Marc & Michelle Vosler

2796 W. CR 250 S,

Warsaw, IN 46580

Elmer & Joyce leek

2986 W. CR 250 S.

Warsaw, IN 46580

Ricky & Debra Riddle

2768 S. SR 25

Typed City, St~ Warsaw, IN 46580

Zip

Typed Name:
Typed Address:

 Typed Address:

Typed City, St
Zip

Typed Narne:

Typed Address:
Typed Address:
Typed City, St.:

Zip

Typed Name:

Typed Address:
Typed Address:
Typed City, St.:

Zip

Typed Name:

Typed Address:
Typed Address:
Typed City, St.:

Zip

Typed Name:

Typed Address:
Typed Address:
Typed City, St.:

. Zip

Typed Name:

Typed Address:
Typed Address:
Typed City, St.:

Zip

Typed Name:

Typed Address:
Typed Address:
Typed City, St.:

Zip

Kent & Sendy Stouder
2906 W, 250 S,

ﬂargau, N 4658!) ‘

Max & Linda Schultz
2712 W. "CR_250 S.

Warsaw, IN 46580

Zona Hatfield

P.0, Box 105

105 W. Fifth Street
Peru IN 46970

Mary Ann Orr
2537 W. CR 250 8§,

Warsaw, IN 46580

Frick & Viola Lisdat
3138 450 W.

Warsaw, IN 46580

Landowner Notification Attachment, Page 2
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Y| INDIANA DE: ARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
—d-l SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT APPLICATION & REGISTRATION

FEE TRANSMITTAL FORM 47215

Te begin: _ ,
Please read the instruction manual before beginning. This form shall be used to transmit fees for all solid waste manage-
ment facility permits, applications (NEW permits, RENEWALS of permits, MAJOR and MINOR MODIFICATIONS of
permits) and registrations. The current fee schedule was established by Ind. Code § 13-20-21-2 through 13-20-21-3, and is to

accompany all payments. Make check or money order payable to the Indiana Department of Environmental Management. Upon
completion, return this form and appropriate fees to the following address: '

Cashier’s Office (N1324)
Indiana Department of Environmental Management
100 North Senate Avenue, P.O. Box 7060
Indianapolis, Indiana 462006-7060

NOTE: A COPY of your check and a COPY of this fee transmittal form must be attached to your permit application or

registration. Submit application or registration materials to:

Solid Waste Permits Section
Office of Land Quality (N1154)
Indiana Department of Environmental Management
100 North Senate Avenue, P. O. Box o013
Indianapofis, Indiana 46206-6015

Section A, Applicant(s) Information

Name:
Dalton Corporation -- Warsaw Manufacturing Facility
Mailing Audress: Street City
P.O. Box 1388 (1900 East Jefferson Street) Warsaw
State Zip Code Telephone Numbuer twith Area Code):
46581-1388 (P.0. Box) |

21 -
m 46580 (Street Address) (219) 267-8111

Facility Name and Coanty:

Dalton Alternate Site Monofill ~ Kosciusko County

TR

RECEIVEL
AR5 2000

OEPARTMENT OF

ENVIRONM ENTAL M ANAGEMENT

OFFICE OF LAND QUALT

2830-412000-10070¢

R/HI-99 Page | State Form



Section B. Solid War  Permit Fee Schedule

The following fees are to accompany applications and registrations.

Permit Application for
New Sites and Maior

Applications Modifications Renewal
Sanitary Landfill _ 0 §31,300 [1§15,350

(including MSWLF's and non-MSWLF's)

Processing Facility

Transfer Station 3 $12,150 O $i200

Other Processir-:g (1§%12,150 52,200

Incinerators 0 528,650 [ $5,900
Restricted Waste Site Type I ' O $31.360 0 $15,350
Restricted Waste Site TypeIl _ 0 $31,300 0 515,350

Restricted Waste Site Type 11 1 $20.000 M $7,150

Construction/Demolition Sites O $20.000 (157,150

Registrations

Waste Tire Storage ' 0 $500

Waste Tire P-racessing 08200 03200
(i.e. cutting, shredding, etc.)

Waste Tire Transportation 0§25

Minor

Modifications

(152,500

O $2,500

0 52,500

3 $2,500

O §2,500

52,560

O $2,500

0 §2,500

R/11-99 Page 2 State Form 47213
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INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT CHARACTER DISCLOSURE STATEMENT

GOOD CHARACTER FORM SWF-7

This form shall be used to submit the good character disclosure statement
required by IC 13-19-4 for obtaining a solid waste facility permit. Upon
completion submit this form with all additional materia!l to the following address:

ATTENTION: Solid Waste Facility Permit Character Disclosure
Office of Land Quality R Tt
Indiana Department of Environmental Management

100 North Senate Avenue Suite 1154

P.0. Box 6015 :

Indianapolis, indiana 46206-6015

SECTION A: FACILITY INFORMATION

Facility Name Dalton Corporation — Warsaw Manufacturing Facility
Mailing Address ~ _P.0. Box 1388
Street
Warsaw Kosciusko N 46581-1388
City County State Zip

This statement is fer the purposes of:

____ Anew permit

A permit modification
X Apermit renewal
A permit transfer

SECTION B; - APPLICANT INFORMATION

The applicant may be an individual, a corporation, a partnership, or a business association that
apyplies for the issuance, renewal, transfer, or major modification of a permit described in IC 13-
15-1-3. Each appiicant shall complete the following information, attach additional pages as

necessary.
-
Applicant Name Dalton Corporation, Warsaw Manufacturing Facility
Business Address P.0. Box 230
Stregt
Warsaw ¥osciusko IN 43581-1358
City County State Zip
Social Security Number 35-2054775
{or Federal-Tax*Number if Applicant is not an individual)

2/0G Page 1



SECTION C: RESPONSIBLE. ARTY INFORMATION

A responsible party may be an officer, a corporation director, or a senior management official of
a corporation, partnership, or business association that is an applicart. A responsible party may
also ba an individual, a corparation, a partnership, or a busiress association that owns, directly
or indirecily, at least a twenty percent (20%) interest in the applicant. Each responsible party
shall complete the following information; attach additional pages as necessary.

Applicant Name

Business Address

Street

City County State Zip

Social Security Number
(or Federal Tax Number if Applicant is not an individual}

Relationship to Applicant

Applicant Name

Business Address

Street

City County State Zip

Social Security Number
(or Federal Tax Number if Applicant is not an individual)

Relationship to Applicant

. Applicant Name

Business Address

Street

City County State Zip

Social Security Number
{or Federal Tax Number if Applicant is not an individual)

Relationship to Applicant

2/00 Page 2



SECTION D: DISCLOS_.<E STATEMENT

Each Applicant and Responsible Party identified in Sections B and C shall complete a separate
Section-D and Section E. The Section D requirement may be satisfied by providing all
information required by either Section D1 or Section D2. Please indicate that the requ:red item
has been provided or does not apply by initialing_in the space provided.

THIS DISCLOSURE STATEMENT IS PROVIDED FOR:

Name (print cr type) Dalton Corporation - Warsaw Manufacturing Facility

Acting as Applicant or Responsible Party (specify} _APPlicant

SECTION D1:

A) The information concerning legal proceedings that is required under Section 13 or 15 (d)
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1834 (15 U.5.C. 78a et seq) and that the applicant or
responsible party has reported under Form 10-K.

Not Applicable Provided

B) A description of all judgments that have been entered against the applicant or
responsible party in a civil or administrative complaint for the violation of any state or
federal environmental protection law and that have imposed upon the applicant or
responsible party a fine or penalty of maore than ten thousand dollars ($10,000) within
five (5) years hefore the date of the submission of the application.

Not Applicable Provided

. C) A description of all judgments of conviction entered against the applicant or responsible
party for the viclation of any state or federal environmental protection law within five (5)
years before the date of submission of the application.

Not Applicable Provided
SECTION D2: ‘

A) A description of the applicant’s or responsible party’s experience in managing the type of
waste that will be managed under the Permit. include the name and business address
- for employers, the State Permit number for the facility, the type of work experience and
the length of time employed.
Not Applicable Provided

B) A description of all civil or administrative complaints against the applicant or responsible
party for the violation of any state or federal environmental protection law that have -
resulted in a fine or penalty of more than ten thousand dollars ($10,000) within five (5)
years before the date of the submission of the application.

Not Applicable Provided ;

C) A description of all civil or adminisirative complaints against the applicant or responsible
party for the violation of any state or federal environmental prolection law that allege an
act or omission that constitutes a material violation of state or federal environmenta!
protection law and that presented a substantial endangerment to public health or the

gnvironment. :
Not Applicable *“\[Q Provided

D)) A descript?on of all pending criminal complaints aleging the violation of any state or
federal envircnmental protection law that have been filed against the applicantor
responsible party within five (5) years before the date of submission of the application.

Not Applicable M/g Provided

2!00 Page 3
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E) A description | judgments of criminal conviction enterer’  ~zinst the applicant or

responsible party within five {5) years before the date of su.  .ssion of the application for
the violation of any state or federal environmental law.

:

Not Applicable™/d  Provided

) A description of all judgments of criminal conviction of a felony constituting a crime of
moral turpitude under the faws of any state or the United States that are entered against

the applicant or responsible parly within five (5) years before the date of submission of
the application.

Not Applicabiek”ﬂ Provided

G) The location of all facilities at which the applicant or responsibie party manages the type
of waste that would be managed under the permit to which the application refers.
Include the facility name, business address, any permit nuribérs and the type of facility.

Not Applicable ' Provided
H3 The following information will be used by IDEM to complete a Reguest for Limited

. Criminal History Information if additional information concerning an operator or
responsible party s determined to be necessary.

- ~
Date of birth N“' 3I-SL. Sex\[\/\éh, AredMACAL o0 W

SECTION E: SIGNATORIES

| affirm that all information contained in this disclosure statement and 'any attachments is, to the -
best 4f my knowledge, true and accurate. | also realize that any information provided in this
disclgsure staterrient that was knowingly incorrect may subject me fo the penalty for perjury

7

33\0&

DATE

)

 ACKNOWLEDGMENT

State of AN AL )

1SS
_ County of KoSoiulto )

Before me. the undersign&i‘ a Notary Public in and for said County and State,
perscnaliy appeared _B.a'”f“w orcla niQ] - known by me to be the person wha executed
the foregeing instrument, signe&’ the same and acknowledged to me that he/she did so sign the

same, and that his/her free act and deed and that the statements made in the foregoing
instrument are true.

2l
IN WITNESS WHEREQF, | have set my hand and official seal this vd T

of  {Narc iy 2000

day

1 am a resident of County,
! GERETTA L GREENE
Notary Public NOTARY PUBLIC STATE OF INDIAMNA
' KOSCIUSKO COUNTY

MY COMMISSION EXP. JULY 14,2001
My Commission Expires:



APPLICANT’S DISCLOSURE STATEMENT

Section D2

NS

B)

Q) .

D)

E)
F)

G)

Dalton Corporation, Warsaw Manufacturing Facility (“Dalton”) has been
permitted by IDEM under Operating Permit #43-6 to operate a restricted waste
site for disposal of foundry materials since 1987, A previous renewal was issued
in 1995, Barry Fordanish has been employed by Dalton in the position of
Environmental Engineer since 1996, His responsibilities include the operation of
the restricted waste site. Mr. Fordanish is licensed as a Solid Waste Land
Disposal Facility Operator under certificate # 0182,

An Agreed Order was entered into between [DEM and Dalton on October 28,
1999, Dalton informed IDEM that it had discovered an overfill of its restricted
waste site. Dalton applied for and was granted a minor medification to its permit
to include a height increase. Dalton paid a civil penalty over $10,000 to resolve
the matter without a hearing, adjudication or admission of any issue of fact or law.

None,

None.r

None.

None.

Dalton Corporation, Warsaw Manufacturing Facility operates a solid waste
restricted waste site, know as the Alternate Site Monofill, for the placement of its

foundry wastes located at the junction of State Road 25 and County Road 250
South located in Kosciusko County, Indiana.

CAWAINDUHWENTEMDAN ELEIANT.dne



Indiana Department of Environmental Management

Indianapolis
Good Character Disclosure Statement Form

329 IAC 10
instructions

Introduction L

Under IC 13-19-4, an appiication for the issuance, renewal, transfer or major modification of a solid waste
permit (except for transfer stations, see below) can only be granted if a good character disclosure
statement is properly submitted. The following instructions detail how to submit your geod character
disclosure statement in accordance with [C 13-19-4. Please note that in accordance with IC 13-19-4-1,

you do not have {o submit a good character disclosure statement if your application is fora transfer
station.

Good Character Disclosure Statement Form (SWF-7)
ALL agplicants (except for transfer stations) must fitl out this form.

The sofid waste facility permit character disclosure statement form shall be used to submit the disclosure
statement as required by IC 13-194. The statute requires that each permit applicant and responsible
party submit a character disclosure statement prior to the issuance of an original permit, a permit
renewal, 2 major modification of the permit or a permit transfer. Each applicant and responsible party

shall submit a separate disclosure statement for each facility and/or companv which is requsred to submit
a character disclosure statement.

A. Fécii_ity information (Section A)

For all submissions, place the name and address of the facility in the spaces provided. indicate,
in the space provided, the reason or reasons for the submission of the disclosure statement.

B. Appli_cant"lnformation (Section B)

For all subrissicns, place the name of the applicant, the business address of the applicant and
the social security number {or federal tax number if the applicant is not an individual) of the
applicant in the spaces provided. An applicant is an individual, a corporation, a partnership, or a
business association that applies for the issuance, renewal, transfer, or major modification of a
permit described in IC 13-15-3. This includes solid waste landfills, processing facilities and
incinerators. Feor the purposes of the disclosure statement, the applicant is the person or

company in whose name the permit is issued. Each applicant shall complete the required
information; attach additional pages as necessary.

C. Responsible Party Information {Section C)

For all submissions, place the name of the responsible party, the business address of the
responsible pary, the social security number (or federal {ax number if the responsible party is
not an individual) of the responsible party and the relationship of the responsible party to the

applicant in the spaces provided. For purposes of the disclosure statement, a Good Character
Disclosure Statement Instructions

Although these gocd character disclosure statement instructions are being provided to aid you in submitting your permit application
in accordance with the solid waste fules, they are subject to review and revisicn. Please consult the actual rule languzge. 8/39




Good Character Disclosure Statement Instructions Page 2

responsible party may be an officer, a corporation director, or a senior management official of a
corperation, partnership, or business association that is an applicant. A responsible party may
also be an individual, & corporation, a partnership, or a business association that owns, directly
or indirectly, at least a twenty percent {20%} interest in the applicant. Each responsible party
shall complete the required information; attach additional pages as necessary.

D. Disclosure Statement (Section D) )

Each operator and responsible party shall provide his/her name and indicate whether they are
an cperatar or a responsible party in the spaces provided.

1. Section D1:

Section D1 shall be completed by indicating the appropriate responses to ltems A through C
by placing the initials of the person filling out the form in the spaces provided. For the
purposes of completing the section, entering “Not Applicable’ is taken to be a non-affirmative
respense to a request for information in Items A through C. Section D1 may be used only
by those applicants and/or responsible parties which fite 2 Form 10-K with the Securities and
Exchange Commission. At no time may an individual complete Section D1 to satisfy
the character disclosure reqtirements. Any information prévided on additional pages
should be identified by the appropriate item letter,

2. Section D2:

Section D2 shall be completed by indicating the apprepriate responses to ltems A through G
by placing the initials of the person filling out the form in the spaces provided. For the
purposes of completing the section, entering “Not Applicabla” is taken to be a non-affirmative
respanse to a request for information in Items A through G. The information requested in
ltem H will be used to complete a Request for Limited Criminal History information if
additional information concerning an operator or responsible party is determined to be

necessary. Any additional information provided on addmonal pages should be identified by
1he appropriate item letter.

E. Signatories (Section E)

Each applicant and reSponsibIe party shall complete a Section E, in original, for each
disclosure statement that is submitted. In addition, each comp!eted Section E shall include a
properiy completed and notarized Acknow%edgment

Although these good characler disctasure statement instruclions are being provided to aid you in submilting your permit application
in accordance with the solid waste rules, they are subject to review and revision. Please consult the actual rule language. 8/99



